INDEX-DIGEST TO OPINIONS OF COMMISSION 


ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 


1. AUTHORITY TO REGULATE. 

The Commission's accounting requirements control the fundamental or 
basic corporate books of account of a public utility or licensee, and its au- 
thority is not limited to the prescription of memorandum accounts (Cf. 
Northwestern Electric Company v. Federal Power Commission, 321 UV. S. 
119). In the Matter of Northern States Power Company, Reclassification 
of Electric Plant Accounts of a Publie Utility -._.._-___--- 

Congress, in enacting the Federal Power Act, recognized that uniform 
and comprehensive accounting authority, extending to the basic books of 
account of public utilities and licensees, was desirable and vitally necessary 
to effective electric utility regulation. Id 

Compliance with the Commission's accounting requirements with respect 
to basic corporate accounts, including capital, surplus plant and deprecia- 
tion, must be enforced to prevent possible inflation in plant accounts and 
capital structures during consolidation and merger proceedings. Id F 

Agencies of the United States even though not licensees under the Act, 
are required by section 303 of the Act to conform to the Commission’s ac- 
counting requirements, and there is no difference between such agencies and 
public utility companies and licensees with respect to aecounting treat- 
ment of costs, revenues and expenses, and particularly the determination 
of net income. Jn the Matter of The Central Nebraska Public Power and 
Irrigation District, Application for Exemption from Payment of Annual 
Charges under License under Section 10 (e) of Federal Power Act 

The Commission, in passing upon the accounting for purchase of gas and 
electric plant, will require depreciation and depletion reserves to be re- 
corded on the books of the purchaser applicable to the property trans- 
ferred. In the Matter of New York State Natural Gas Corporation, Pro- 
ceeding on Application Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act as 
Amended for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__..___- 


2. Cost. 
(a) Operating Costs. 
See Rates, 6. OPERATING Costs. 


(b) Property Used and Useful. 


Production property not to be used in the future or abandoned and dis- 
mantled, eliminated from the rate base. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Nat- 
ural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission 


into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company__-- 


3. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


See DEPRECIATION AND DeereTion: Rates, 6. OPERATING Costs, (4d) 
Depreciation and Depletion, 8. Rate Base, (b) Depreciation and 
Depletion. 


4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUSTMENTS. 
(a) Excess over Original Cost of Acquired Properties. 


In a proceeding by public utility seeking approval of certain accounting 
entries disposing of amounts in plant acquisition adjustments (Account 
100.5) and plant adjustments (Account 107), Commission held that the 
company will be required to dispose of sum representing excess of system 
or arm'’s-length cost over original cost at dates of acquisition included in 
Account 100.5 by charging part to “Reserve for possible adjustments of 
utility plant accounts and other balance sheet accounts,” and part to “Paid 
in surplus.” In the Matter of Northern States Power Company, Reclassi- 
fication of Electric Plant Accounts of a Public Utility 
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ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING—Continued 


4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUSTMENTsS—Continued 
(b) Inter-company Fees and Profits. 


Where corporation sells gas’ to its affiliate under cost contract by which 
seller will not be permitted to make a profit and is treated as a department 
of the buyer, rate schedule will be accepted for filing where it provides that 
any excess cash received by the seller will be paid back to the buyer and 
treated as a non-operating deduction by the seller and a non-operating in- 
come by the buyer. Jn the Matter of Canadian River Gas Company et al., 
Complainants v. Public Service Commission of Colorado et al., Defendants, 
Consolidated Proceeding on Investigation Into the Reasonableness of Rates 
and Charges of Canadian River Gas Company, Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company, and Colorudo-Wyoming Gas Company for the Sale of Natural 
Gas in Interstate Commerce for Resale 

5. PREMIUMS ON STOCK. 

The Commission’s Uniform System of Accounts provides that call pre- 
miums paid upon the redemption of preferred stock must be charged to 
earned or capital surplus. As applicant has no capital surplus, deficit 
might be created, unless corrected’ by creation of capital surplus through 
reduction in common stock or contribution by common stockholder. In 
the Matter of Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company_-----------------.- 

There is no provision relating to the refunding of preferred stock which 
authorizes a different treatment than that set forth in the accounting rules, 
as there is in the case of refunding of bonds. Id_- sich accel di 

Call premiums paid upon redemption of preferred stock are in the nature 
of special distributions, similar to the payment of a special or extra dividend 
at the time redemption is made. Id_----- a a 

Amounts paid to preferred stockholders over and above that which “has 
been paid into the corporation for the stock are distributions of undis- 
tributed earnings or distributions of capital. Id_ sisi 

Proper accounting practice requires that a call ‘premium like a speci: al 
distribution to a particular class of stockholder be charged to surplus at the 
time of redemption. Id_-_-- aba 

The result of proposed amortization of call premium and expenses over 
a nine-year period is an asset item which is neither a true asset nor a true 
deferred charge, but rather a mislabeled surplus debit. The capital of the 
company is overstated so long as the item remains in the balance sheet. 
Such accounting practice artificially keeps the 7 percent preferred stock 
dividend rate in effect for a nine-year period after the stock has been re- 
sais crcinctccnien ism cece ds ch pce nein idinean init tail 

The interests of security holders as a whole may be adverse sly affected by 
the amortization of call premiums and expenses over a period of years if 
the earnings should decline to point where preferred dividends are not paid 
and preferred stockholders will be compelled to bear the cost of redeeming 
OR PIO TON: Wi ii ccc ctinccttitiammdminininineiniiim 

The interests of consumers, being related to the financial condition of 
the utility, may be adversely affected when revenue collected from con- 
sumers are not sufficient to service outstanding securities and absorb the 
rk I. OR icra ccctititecieisieantetnininbiceindiinbatianin 

Amortization of call premiums over a period not to exceed 5 years author- 
ized by Commission, with privilege to petitioner to accelerate the charge 
if desired. Id 

6. REVENUE AND EXPEN 


Under the Commission’s Uniform System of Accounts there is a distinct 
separation of revenues and expenses in municipal power operations to 
same degree as in private power company operations and a similar deter- 
mination of net income. Jn the Matter of The Central Nebraska Public 
Power and Irrigation District, Application for Exemption from Payment of 
Annual Charges under License under Section 10 (e) of Federal Power Act- 

For the purpose of testing companies’ rate reduction offer, the actual 
operating figures for revenue and expense of respondents for 1945 was ad- 
justed upon the basis of stabilization of company-produced and locally 
produced gas expected to occur in 1947. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complain- 
ant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on 
Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate 
Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 
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ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING—Continued 
7. SUPPLEMENTARY ACCOUNTS. 


Public utilities and licensees may keep such other supplementary and 
memorandum accounts as well as subdivisions of the accounts prescribed 
in the Commission’s uniform system, as may be necessary or appropriate, 
provided the integrity of the system is not impaired. Jn the Matter of 
Northern States Power Company, Reclassification of Electric Plant Ac- 
counts of a Public Utility 


S. WORKING CAPITAL, 


’roper working capital allowed comprised of cash, plus sums for ma- 
terials and supplies, and prepayments. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Natural 
Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission into Reason- 
ableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 


Amount claimed as working capital based upon 10-day interval between 
date of payment for 





is purchased and receipt of payment for gas sold dis 
allowed, as 10-day lag was created subsequently by extension agreement 
with affiliated customer company for which no justification was offered. 
Id , Sica — eee a 
Working capital computed in accordance with Commission’s established 
practice, namely, one-eighth of the cash operating expenses, exclusive of 
income taxes and purchased gas, plus average materials and supplies on 
hand, including stored gas. Jn the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, 
Memorandum Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of 
Vatural-Gas Company 


Working capital consists of the cost of materials and supplies on hand, 
plus a cash allowance for expenses amounting to one-eighth (or 45 days) 
of the total annual expenses which require working capital. City of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, Complainant vy. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, 
Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of 
Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 


See JURISDICTION, 1. ACCOUNTING ITEMS. 
ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUST- 
MENTS; Cost, 1. ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost; RATES, 8. RATE 
BASE, (¢c) Original Cost. 


AFFILIATED COMPANIES. 


Sce ACCOUNTS Np ACCOUNTING, 4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTIN( ADJUST- 
MENTS, (b) Intercompany Fees and Profits. 


ALLOCATION. 
See RATES, 6. OPERATING Costs, (b) Allocation. 


AMORTIZATION. 
Sce ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 5. PREMIUMS ON STOCK; SECUBITIES. 
ARM’S-LENGTH BARGAINING. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUST- 
MENTS, (b) Intercompany Fees and Profits; Cosr, 1. Acruat LeerrI 
MATE ORIGINAL Cost. 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
1. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Where city complains that contract between pipeline company and dis- 
tributing company unlawfully limits the quantity of gas to be supplied, that 
pipeline refused to supply gas during off-peak periods for storage, and that 
pipeline has unlawfully restricted the supply of gas in violation of the 
rights of consumers, and where pipeline undertakes to sell gas to an indus- 
trial cansumer, the Commission orders an investigation as to whether the 
sales to the industrial consumer will impair pipeline’s ability to serve 
previous customers and why pipeline should not apply for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity. In the Matter of City of Detroit et al., 
Petitioners v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company et al__-__- 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 

1. CONVENIENCE AND NECESsIty—Continued 

The Commission finds that the impairment of service by pipeline company 
to the present consumers, caused by the additional load to the industrial 
consumer, would lower standards of service beyond minimum which such 
customers might reasonably demand, and would create conditions which 
such consumers are not adequately prepared to meet through use of 
stand-by fuel or otherwise, and that the service proposed would unquestion- 
ably impair the ability of pipeline to provide adequate and reasonable 
natural gas service to consumers now entitled to such service. Id . 

Although the Commission is without jurisdiction over a direct sale as 
such of natural gas to an industrial consumer, the Act does confer jurisdic- 
tion over a natural-gas company within the meaning of the Act, and over 
facilities used by such company in interstate transportation or sale of 
natural gas for resale, especially to the extent necessary to enable the 
Commission to protect the adequacy of the company’s service to its 
customers. Id = : es ae 3 ws 

Where a company has not the capacity to sell a large quantity of gas to 
a new customer without impairing its ability to render satisfactory service 
to existing customers, it is the duty of the Commission in protecting the 
interest of the public to prevent such company from using facilities subject 
to its jurisdiction for such purpose. Id 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicants, 
natural-gas companies within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act, authoriz- 
ing the construction and operation of additional pipe-line facilities and 
sale of natural gas for resale, to provide increased capacity to meet increas- 
ing firm gas requirements of markets presently served and to serve proposed 
yew markets, on findings that (a) additional pipeline capacity is necessary 
to supply estimated future firm requirements in the areas served and ex- 
pected demands in new market areas; (b) future needs of communities 
justify the proposed increase in pipe-line facilities; (¢) the proposed new 
facilities will increase applicants’ pipe-line capacity: (d) the proposed 
method of financing almost exclusively by debt securities bearing interest 
at the abnormally high interest rate of 6 percent in this instance would 
not adversely affect the public interest; (e) adequate gas reserves and 
potential deliverability to supply contract requirements until 1950 or 
longer exist; and (f) applicants are able and willing properly to do the 
acts and to perform the service proposed and to conform to the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules, and regulations of the 
Commission thereunder. Jn the Matter of Natural Gas Pipeline Company 
of America et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and 
necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to Eristing Pipe-Line 
Pactiities......... 2 = an sian ‘ 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicant pipe- 
line company, a natural-gas company within the meaning of the Natural 
Gas Act, authorizing the construction and operation of additional facilities 
and proposed sale of gas to distributing company, on findings that (a) 
there would be an increase in the estimated peak day firm gas require- 
ments of the four distributing utilities served; (b) the proposed increased 
facilities would assure an adequate supply of natural gas to the Chicago 
area as well as area in which above distributing company distributes gas 
and, with increased capacity in applicant’s line, the gas supply for Chicago 
metropolitan area will be protected even though there would be a failure 
in another line; (¢c) the facilities and the sale to above distributing com- 
pany are reasonable and necessary in the publie interest in order that 
adequate and assured service may be rendered in the Chicago area; 
(d) the proposed method of financing by applicant by a 20-year 5 percent 
loan from its parent company, althouch at a rate out of line with current 
costs of borrowed money, in this instance does not adversely affect the 
public interest; (e) the distributing utilities purchasing from applicant 
provide public utility gas service, reasonable firm requirements of which 
must be met, and Commission is under obligation to issue certificate of 
public convenience and necessity when found to be required in public 
interest, notwithstanding claimed economic impact upon intervening coal 
and railroad interests; and (f) applicant is able and willing properly to 
do the acts-and to perform the service proposed and to conform to the 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules, and regula- 
tions of the Commission thereunder. Id_---- pina camia 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 


1. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITy—Continued 





Upon evidence that California applicants depend on a rapidly dwindling 
local source of supply, that future production probably will not meet war- 
time withdrawals, and that within a short time the available local gas 
supply will not be sufficient to meet firm demands of applicants, Com- 
mission concluded that planned capacity will be required in near future 
to meet anticipated deficiencies. Jn the Matters of El Paso Natural Gas 
Company, et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity Under Section 7 of the Natural Gag Act, as Amended______-~- 

The Commission found that applicant had available gas reserves ade- 
quate for 30 years to meet expected daily reyuirements of the proposed sys- 
tem in West Texas and New Mexico under contracts with four large 
companies and by utilizing presently wasted Permian Basin oil well gas 
for about 75 percent of maximum requirement and taking the remainder 
from dry-gas fields. Id ” - : ikon 

Upon completion of the proposed project and financing applicant will 
have 53-percent bonds, 13-percent bank loan, and 34-percent equity related 
to its total cost of plant less depreciation. Other applicants propose to 
finance their project from current funds supplemented by readily available 
bank loans, and the eventual issuance of bonds under existing indentures 
allowing additional bonds to the extent of 6624 percent of net bondable 
property additions. Commission found that all three applicants possess 
sufficient financial resources with which to construct proposed facilities to 
render planned service, and that over-all project can be financed on a 
reasonable basis, consistent with the public interest. Id a 

The proposed project of applicant meets the requirements of present 
and future public convenience and necessity in that it will utilize oil well 
gas which would otherwise be wasted, and no other pipeline company 
proposes to utilize such gas or to serve the proposed market. Id 

Where the proposed project will, among other considerations, serve only 
one market of any consequence, lacks the sometimes conflicting interests 
present in major certificate proceedings before the Commission, and can 
adequately serve the public, since there is evidence of available natural 
gas reserves and deliverability for the ultimate capacity of the proposed 
pipeline for 30 years, Commission will grant certificate of convenience and 
necessity. Id Sic 

The certificate granted on finding that there is public need or demand 
for out-of-State natural gas in southern California; that the proposed 
pipeline system will serve that need adequately and properly for the 
reasonably foreseeable future; that the applicants meet the requirements 
of the Act in that the project is required by present and future public 
convenience and necessity; and that the applicants are able and willing 
to perform the service proposed in conformity with the Act and the require- 
ments, rules and regulations of the Commission. Id oe 

Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicant, a 
natural-gas company within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act, author- 
izing it to construct and operate approximately 95 miles of transmission 
line within the State of Texas connecting with company’s main interstate 
natural-gas transmission pipe line extending from Texas to West Virginia, 
on findings that (a) the proposed facilities will be financed out of cash 
on hand; (b) public convenience and necessity require the facilities to 
insure against interruption of service; (c) the company’s pipeline system 
should be supplied by several sources in order to obtain diversity and 
flexibility necessary to meet any contingency which may cause interruption 
of service; (d) the proposed construction will promote conservation and 
permit improved production practices by reducing daily withdrawals from 
fields supplying applicant to more desirable rates of flow; (e) a market 
will be created for casinghead gas now being vented into the air: (f) 
applicant is in a position to operate the proposed pipe line at its full 
capacity; (g) the proposed facilities will be operated at no increased cost 
of gas to applicant’s customers; (h) the proposed project will make avail- 
able adequate sources of gas supply and substantial reserves: (i) since 
former proceeding denying, without prejudice, permission to construct the 
proposed facilities (4 F. P. C. 293, 61 P. U. R. CN. 8S.) 341) applicant 
has augmented its gas supply to the extent that will now permit economical 
operation of the project ; and (j) the proposed pipe line will traverse highly 
productive natural-gas area, making available additional gas reserves 
728731—47—vol. 5——_69 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued. 

1. CONVENIENCE AND NECEssITy—Continued 
at a later period. Jn the Matter of Tennessee Gas and Tranamission Com- 
pany, Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
under Section 7 of Natural Gas Act as amended ee 

In a proceeding under section 7 of the Natural Gas Act as amended, 
certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicant, a 
“natural-gas company” within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act, 
authorizing (1) the acquisition and operation of property and facilities 
of distributing company in New York and Pennsylvania, (2) the sale 
of natural gas to natural gas companies doing business in New York 
and (3) the construction and operation of additional connecting line and 
facilities, on findings that (a) the property and facilities proposed to be 
acquired are used in the transportation and sale for resale of natural gas 
in interstate commerce; (b) the continuation of natural gas service to 
towns in New York, is required by the public convenience and necessity ; 
(c) the effect of the proposed transaction will be to substitute applicant 
as supplier of gas to present wholesale customers of distributing company ; 
(d) additional natural gas from applicant is necessary to enable a second 
distributing company to supply normal requirements of 1946-1947 winter 
season and to increase its capacity by conversion to straight natural gas; 
(e) the facilities proposed to be acquired and constructed will enable appli- 
cant to handle volume of gas necessary to meet existing and new demands; 
(f) gas can be supplied to meet demands of existing and proposed new 
customers by company production, and purchases; (g) applicant will be 
able to finance the purchase and construction of facilities by funds 
realized from proposed issuance of capital stock to its parent; (h) 
applicant is able and willing properly to do the acts and perform service 
proposed and to conform to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of 
Commission; and (i) the proposed acquisition, construction and operation 
of facilities, and sales of natural gas are required by public convenience 
and necessity. Jn the Matter of New York State Natural Gas Corporation, 
Proceeding on Application Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act 
as Amended for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_- 

In a proceeding under section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, as amended, 
application for certificate of public convenience and necessity to authorize 
construction and operation of pipeline facilities in the State of New York 
for straight natural gas service, in lieu of mixed and manufactured gas 
service, dismissed, without prejudice, on finding that applicant had not 
sustained burden of proof that the proposed change is required by public 
convenience and necessity. Jn the Matters of Central New York Power 
Corporation, Proceeding on Applications Pursuant to Section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, As Amended, for Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity y er catia _ sap 

In a proceeding by natural-gas company for certificate of public conven- 
ience and necessity where record shows that proposed construction project 
is only in a formative stage, application is based upon “rough estimates” 
and “guesses,” and company has sufficient productive capacity to meet 
requirements for four or five years or more in the future, applicant has 
not sustained the burden of proving present or future public convenience 
and necessity, and application will be dismissed without prejudice. 
cinta co : iniehinssicdibiast ccosi _ ; as 

In a proceeding under section 7 (¢c) of the Natural Gas Act, as amended, 
certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within the mean- 
ing of the Natural Gas Act, authorizing the construction and operation of 
additions to applicant’s existing pipe-line system, on findings that (a) pro- 
posed facilities will be operated as integral part of applicant’s natural gas 
transmission system and utilized for the transportation and sale of gas in 
interstate commerce for resale for ultimate public consumption; (b) the 
proposed additional facilities to be used to increase the estimated sales of 
applicant’s pipe-line system are required to meet estimated demands; (¢) 
an adequate source of gas supply is available to applicant to meet the esti 
mated increased demands upon its pipe-line capacity; (d) the proposed 
facilities are adequate to deliver additional natural gas per day; (e) the 
estimated construction cost appears reasonable; and (f) the applicant is 
able to finance the proposed construction. In the Matter of Mississippi 
River Fuel Corporation, Proceeding on Application for Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity Pursuant to Section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas 
Act, as amended : ies 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
1. CONVENIENCE AND NECESsITy—Continued 


Evidence shows conclusively a demand by consuming public, especially 
domestic users, for natural gas rather than oil, wood, or coal, and inter- 
vening labor, coal and railroad interests do not show that it would be in the 
public interest to deny such consumers the use of natural gas. 


2. REQUIREMENT. 


It is for the Commission to determine whether it is contrary to public 
interest to permit a company subject to its jurisdiction to operate its sys- 
tem for the purposes proposed. In the Matter of City of Detroit et al., 
Petitioner v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company et al : 

Two companies which propose to construct and operate, as tenants 
in common having a 75-percent and 25-percent interest respectively, a pipe 
line connecting at the California-Arizona state boundary with the inter- 
state pipe line of another company, a natural-gas company under the Nat- 
ural Gas Act, extending within the State of California for the purpose of 
transporting natural gas for resale to consumers locally, will thereby be- 
come “natural-gas companies” within the purview of the Act and the con- 
struction and operation of the integrated pipe-line facilities for the trans- 
portation of natural gas in interstate commerce and the sale thereof in 
interstate commerce for resale for ultimate public consumption are sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commissiou and the requirements of subsec- 
tions (c) and (e) of section 7 of the Act. Jn the Matters of El Paso Nat- 
ural Gas Company et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Convren- 
icence and Necessity Under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, as amended 

The provisions of the Natural Gas Act and its legislative history, as 
well as decisions of the United States Supreme Court involving analogous 
provisions of the Interstate Commerce Act, compel the conclusion that a 
company which proposes to construct and operate, within the boundaries 
of a single state, facilities for the transportation of natural gas for con- 
sumption in a foreign country, is required to obtain a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity pursuant to section 7 (c) of the Act. Jn the 
Matter of Reynosa Pipe Line Company, Application under Section 3 of 
Natural Gas Act for Authorization to Export Natural Gas to Merico__ 

Section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act applies to a person which will be a 
natural-gas company as defined in section 2 (6) of the Act upon comple- 
tion of proposed construction, Id a 

The legislative history of section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act discloses 
that Congress specifically intended that section 7 (c), as amended, should 
apply to foreign commerce. Id dante j ‘ 

Authorization to export natural gas to Mexico granted subject to con 
dition that applicant also apply for and obtain a certificate under section 
7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act. Id____ 


COMMODITY CHARGE, 
See Rates, 6. OperatTInG Costs, (ce) Com modity Cost. 
COMMON CARRIER. 


Subject to the provisions of the Leasing Act of 1920 as amended in 1935, 
the company, by reason of construction, operation, and maintenance of a 
pipe line for the transmission of natural gas upon a right-of-way through 
public lands, became obligated as a common carrier te accept, convey, 
transport, or purchase, without discrimination, natura! gas produced from 
government lands in the vicinity, in such amounts as Should be determined 
by the Secretary of the Interior after notice and hearing. Jn the Matter of 
Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.. 
Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion of 
Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce______-_ 

The statutory obligation to maintain and operate its pipe-line system 
as a common carrier, assumed by respondent, requires it to establish and 
publish reasonable and nondiscriminatory transportation rates, pur 
Suant to section 4 of the Natural Gas Act. Id = 

A common carrier has no right to demand that goods be actually brought 
and presented to it for shipment before it fixes and published a rate. Id 
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COMMON CARRIER 





—Continued 





Respondent’s common-carrier rate schedules discriminate against pro- 
spective shippers of gas through respondent’s common-earrier lines where 
a rate is demanded greater than actual cost of gas, plus cost of transpor- 
tation (including a fair return to respondent’ s own industrial customers 
who are served directly from the main pipe lines). Id _____- 

Terms of respondent's rate schedules found so indefinite and uncert: 1in 
that it cannot be ascertained what the transportation rate for shipping 
gas to specific customer with a known load factor will be other than it 
would be between maximum and minimum rates provided. Id__ 


COMPENSATION. 


Under the Federal Power Act, the power company must pay just com- 
pensation for damage to any property taken in enlarging the —, 
In the Matter of Bellows Falls Hydro-Electric Corporation__________- 

A stipulation by applicants that no greater claim for severance damages 
will be made in condemnation actions now pending against their distribu- 
tion properties would eliminate any possibility that merger will adversely 
affect the public interest, and any order approving the merger should be 
conditioned accordingly. Jn the Matters of Northwestern. Electric Com- 


pany and Pacific Power & a Company, hbemaeed _— — of 
Proposed Merger 











































































CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, SALE OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES. 
1, CONDITION OF APPROVAL. 











When the statutory standard of section 208 (a) of the Federal Power 
Act has been complied with, there exists a substantive right to have the 
Commission's approval. Jn the Matters of Northwestern Electric Company 
and Pacific Power & Light Company, Preceeding for Approval of Pro- 
posed Merger 























2. JURISDICTION. 








The provisions of section 203 of the Act concerning transfer of facilities 
and securities are inapplicable to transactions affecting a State, its politi- 
eal subdivisions or instrumentality of either embraced within the exemp- 
tion in section 201 (f), even though in such transaction a public utility 
as defined in the Act disposed, or proposed to dispose of facilities then sub- 
ject to the Commission’s jurisdiction to such State, State political sub- 
division, or instrumentality. Jn the Matter of Nebraska Power Company, 
Proceeding on Application Pursuant to Section 204 of Federal Power Act 
for Authority to Issue Securities as a Public Utility_-__-__-______-_------- 

When “public utility” within the meaning of the Federal Power Act 
disposes of all its facilities subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission to 
another “public utility,’ which in turn will merge or consolidate facilities 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission with those acquired, the latter 
“public utility” to be the surviving corporation, the merger is subject to 
the provisions of section 203 of the Act. /n the Matters of Northwestern 
Electric Company and Pacific Power & Light Company, Proceeding for Ap- 
proval of Proposed Merger 

































































38. Pustic INTEREST, CONSISTENCY WITH. 





Before the Commission can approve a proposed merger and consolidation, 
it must first find under section 203 of the Federal Power Act that it will be 
consistent with the pu*lic interest. Jn the Matters of Northwestern 
Electric Company and Piucific Power & Light Company, Procecding for 
eprneal af POOR TOO a ica re ae einen memati eels 

In applying the statutory standard of section 203, the Commission must 
conform to the judicial interpretation of the section adopted by the courts 
in Pacific Power & Light Co. et al. v. Federal Power Commission, 111 F. 
(2d) 1014, which interprets “consistent with the public interest” as con- 
noting “compatibility with,” not “promotion of,” the public interest. Ob- 
jections raised proceed on the erroneous assumption that the applicants 
must make affirmative showing of public benefit. Id 
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CONSOLIDATION, ETC.—Continued 
3. PusLic INTEREST, CONSISTENCY WirH—Continued 


Where the rates of the merged company will be subject to regulation, 
incompatibility with public interest is not evidenced by the fact that no 
witness for applicants is willing to commit himself or the companies as to 
specific amounts which would be applied to future rate reductions. Id 

A stipulation by applicants that no greater claim for severance damages 
will be made in condemnation actions now pending against their distribu- 
tion properties would eliminate any possibility that merger will adversely 
affect the public interest, and any order approving the merger should be 
conditioned accordingly. ld - 

Objections of interveners based on fear that those who favor private 
operation will be strengthened by the merger cannot be recognized as 
grounds for denying approval. Id ‘ines 

Where proposed merger will not tend to retard the regional integration of 
facilities, will not tend to discourage utilization of power resources, will 
not tend to increase rates or jeopardize the prospects of future rate reduc- 
tions, will deffiitely tend to strengthen applicant’s financial structure, will 
improve materially the position of investors, will not result in detriment to 
consumers or investors or other legitimate national interests, and will not 
run counter to any established precept or principle of law, it will be com- 


patible with the public interest and will be approved by the Commission. 
Id 


CONTRIBUTIONS IN AID OF CONSTRUCTION. 


See Cost, 1. Acruat LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cosr; Rates, 8. Rate Base, 
(a) Contributions in aid of construction. 


1. AcTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost. 


The book reserves were deducted from original cost as the measure of 
accrued depreciation and depletion. Contributions in aid of construction 
were also deducted from original cost. Jn the Matters of The Ohio Fuel 
Gas Company, Memorandum Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduc- 
tion in Rates of Natural-Gas Company 

In investigating company’s rates, Commission did not recognize for rate- 
making purposes a “cost contract” providing that company was to sell gas 
to an affiliate on an out-of-pocket cost basis, under which it was not to 
make any profit. Jn the Matter of Canadian River Gas Company et al., 
Complainants v. Public Service Conmission of Colorado et al., Defendants, 
Consolidated Proceeding on Investigation Into the Reasonableness of 
Rates and Charges of Canadian River Gas Company, Colorado Interstate 
Gas Company, and Colorado-Wyoming Gas Company for the Saie of Nat- 
ural Gas in Interstate Commerce for Resal a ra 

In a proceeding by company seeking approval of certain accounting en- 
tries disposing of amounts in plant acquisition adjustments (Account 
100.5) and plant adjustments (Account 107), Commission held that the 
company will be required to dispose of sum representing excess of system 
or arm’s-length cost over original cost at dates of acquisition included in 
Account 100.5 by charging part to “Reserve for possible adjustments of 
utility plant accounts and other balance sheet accounts”, and part to 
“Paid-in surplus.” In the Matter of Northern States Power Company, 
Reclassification of Electric Plant Accounts of a Public Utility eke 

In the determination of rate base, trial examiner properly refused to re- 
ceive in evidence reproduction cost testimony. Jn the Matter of Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just and 
Reasonable Rates and Charaqes for Licensee s q 4 

Section 20 of the Federal Power Act prohibits a licensee from claiming 
and the Commission from allowing, for rate-making. purposes, any amount 
in excess of “net investment.” Reproduction cost estimates and estimates 
of investment expressed in terms of the purchasing power of the 1943 dol- 
lar, being neither “actual legitimate original cost” nor “net investment,” 
must be rejected. Id . 

The Commissien found the average rate base for the year 1948 to be 
actual legitimate investment, less the reserve for depreciation, plus work- 
iow capital: 1.2 .2.225. 
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COSTS—Continued 
1. AcTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost—Continued 


Net investment rate base of companies found based on original cost of 
plant less accrued depletion and depreciation, construction work in prog- 
ress, gas plant held for future use, retirement work in progress, and work- 
ing capits ul. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant, v. United Fuel Gas Com- 
pany, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for 
Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural- 
Gas Companies__-_ 


See also, RATES 6, OPERATING Costs. 
DAMAGES 
See COMPENSATION, 
DECLARATION OF INTENTION. 
See LICENSE, 2. NONNAVIGABLE STREAM. 
DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 
ACCOUNTING For. 


Accrued depreciation found best measured by adjusted book reserve for 
depreciation at the end of 1944, plus accruals for 1945. In the Matter of 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Com- 
mission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 

Depreciation and depletion expenses computed at rates developed after 
studies of company’s operations, gas supplies, and properties by Commis- 
sion’s staff. In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, Memorandum 
Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of Natural-Gas 
COMDGRY ncncicnnccmnn 

The Commission, in passing upon the accounting for purchase of gas 
and electric plant, will require depreciation and depletion reserves to be 
recorded on the books of the purchaser applicable to the property trans- 
ferred. Jn the Matter of New York State Natural Gas Corporation, Pro- 
ceeding on Application Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act as 
Amended for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

The company’s proposal that an undepreciated rate base be used, that 
the depreciation funds be invested in relatively risk-free securities (such 
as government bonds), and that the consumers be credited with interest at 
the Government rate, rejected. If the original investment is thus gradually 
transformed substantially into investment in Government securities, a rate 
of return on the entire investment commensurate with rates of return 
applicable only to the electric utility industry is inappropriate as it would 
force the consumer to compensate the company for risks which it is not 
assuming. In the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, Pro- 
ceeding to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee 

The licensee’s contention that it is entitled to an undepreciated rate 
base is founded on fallacious premise that depreciation payments are 
“advances” to finance renewals or replacements. They are an allowance 
for consumption of capital “currently” taking place, the return of the 
capital through depreciation charges pro tanto terminating the consumer's 
obligation to pay a return on capital investment. Id 

If the property is not to be renewed or replaced, reimbursement for the 
consumed capital is an equally necessary and just cost of operation and 
depreciation expense. Id_-.--.--_---~_- 

Depreciation reserve account should not be classified as a liability on 
licensee’s balance sheet since it is a contra account to plant account and 
the established practice for industrial companies is to show the deprecia- 
tion reserve as a deduction from plant account on the asset side of the 
balance sheet. 


2. OBSERVATION METHOD. 


Observed depreciation evidence rejected as unreliable as a measure of 
the progress of depreciation and not determinative of depreciation result- 
ing from functional causes, such as obsolescence. In the Matter of Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just and 
Reasonable Rates and Churges for Licensee 








8 


we 


iw 


co 





INDEX DIGEST 


DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION—Continued 


2. OBSERVATION MetTHop—Continued 


The observed depreciation method fails to recognize that depreciation 
is an economic phenomenon and that investment is investment in the 
service which the property is capable of producing. Observed depreciation 
proceeds upon the fallacious premise that depreciation is not the using up 
of service life but is a sudden event which occurs in the final stages of 
SOPVING: Pic eea chee iis a ag cineca ace adelaide 


3. PROPERTY DEPRECIABLE. 


In general, all physical properties of utilities, except land, are depreci- 
able. Mass concrete in licensee’s dam, the power house and tailrace 
excavation, and forebay ramp are depreciable. In the Matter of Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just and 
Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee___-..-_.....--------~--~~---- 


4, RESERVE REQUIREMENT. 


The book reserves were deducted from original cost as the measure of 
accrued depreciation and depletion. In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas 
Company, Memorandum Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction 
in Rates of Natural-Ges Comeny <<. ccccn cc einenense= ae ee 

Depreciation reserve account should not be classified as a liability on 
licensee’s balance sheet since it is a contra account to plant account and 
the established practice for industrial companies is to show the deprecia- 
tion reserve as a deduction from plant account on the asset side of the 
balance sheet. Jn the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, 
Proceeding to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for 
Licensee ial 7 a “ ---- 

Deficiency between licensee’s present reserve and its reserve require- 
ment calculated on a straight-line basis must ultimately be made up if 
eapital impairment is to be avoided. Id 

Deduction for accrued depletion and depreciation was based on “reserve 
requirements.” The book reserves were computed on the basis of greatly 
inflated capital structure, since respondents accrued depreciation and de- 
pletion on their written-up plant accounts. The depletion reserve of 
company was in excess of the original cost of the depletable properties 
included in the rate base. Under these circumstances, held reasonable to 
use reserve requirements as measure of accrued depreciation and depletion 
instead of higher book figures. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant, v. 
United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Com- 
plaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Whole- 
sale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies . 

Reserve requirements computed on a straight-line basis for depreciable 
plant and on a production basis for depletable plant. Id 


5. SERVICE LIFE METHOD, 


The determination of the expense allowance for depreciation rests upon 
the remaining service life of the company’s pipe line. The 20-year contract 
for the company’s supply of gas is not controlling, since the vendor com- 
pany cannot, under section 7 (b) of the Natural Gas Act, abandon service 
until its available natural gas supply is depleted, or the Commission finds 
that public convenience and necessity permit such abandonment. Jn the 
Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order 
of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company__ 

The Commission found the appropriate method of computing deprecia- 
tion to be the straight-line method, under which the service value (cost 
less net salvage) is charged to operations ratably over the life of the 
asset. In the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceed- 
ing to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee____ 

The sinking-fund method, which was rejected, postpones recoupment of 
the largest part of the investment to the uncertain future when the plant 
is old and is, therefore, objectionable in the case of long-lived property, 
where the reserves accumulate slowly. If the estimate of service life 
should prove too long, under such an interest method serious capital im- 
pairment would result. Id 
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DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION—Continued 
8. SERVICE LIFE MerHop—Continued 


In transition from sinking fund method to straight-line method, Com- 
mission required only the amount in the reserve at the present time to be 
deducted, not the substantially larger amount which would result from 
retroactive application of the straight-line method. Id ‘ 

Depreciation expense was adjusted to annual accrual determined from 
service life studies of company’s properties. City of Columbus, Ohio, Com- 
plainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceed 
ings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonahbleness of Inter- 
state Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 


DISCRIMINATION. 


Although rates under suspension would result in undue and unlawful 
discrimination by reason of wide variation in costs to interstate wholesale 
customers, rate schedules producing approximately same revenues, with- 
out the discriminatory features, would be reasonable. In the Matters of 
Allegany Gas Company and North Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Pro- 


ceedings for the Purpose of Determining Whether Suspended Rates Are 
Just and Reasonable 


Respondent's common-carrier rate schedules discriminate against pro- 
spective shippers of gas through respondent's common-carrier lines where a 
rate is demanded greater than actual cost of gas, plus cost of transportation 
(including a fair return to respondent’s own industrial customers who are 
served directly from the main pipe lines). Jn the Matter of Mondakota Gas 
Company, Complainant vy. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.. Defendant, In- 
vestigation on Complaint and Commission's Own Motion of Rates Charged 
for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES 


Ss. 


See CONSOLIDATION, MrerRGrER, SALI 
DISTRIBUTING COMPANIES. 

Company is qualified to file a complaint respecting rates and charges 
under section 5 of the Natural Gas Act even though not presently a natural 
gas-distributing company since the law clearly intended that both the pro 
ducer now delivering gas to customers and the producer who has 
gas and proposes to deliver shall have the benefits provided by 
statute. In the Matter of Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant yv 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and 


Commission’s Own Motion of Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas 
in Interstate Commerce 





OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES. 


A company which owns or leases gas-producing wells and has potential 
customers to purchase gas when deliveries can be accomplished and is a 
potential distributing company. Id 
DONATIONS. 


See Cost, 1. 





ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost: RATES, 8S 
(a) Contributions in Aid of Construction. 


EVIDENCE. 


In a proceeding by natural-gas company for certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity where record shows that proposed construction 
project is only in a formative stage, application is based upon “rough esti- 
mates” and “guesses,” and company has sufficient productive capacity to 
meet requirements for four or five years or more in the future, applicant 
has not sustained the burden of proving present or future publie con- 
venience and necessity, and application will be dismissed without prejudice 
In the Matters of Central New York Power Corporation, Proceeding on 
Applications Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, As Amended, 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

In the determination of rate base, trial examiner properly refused to 
receive in evidence reproduction cost testimony. Jn the Matter of Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just 
Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee 


EXPORT. 


See FoREIGN COMMERCE. 


RATE BASE, 
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FAIR HEARING. 
See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 1, HEARING. 
FINANCIAL RESOURCES. 


Upon completion of the proposed project and financing one applicant will 
have 53-percent bonds, 13-percent bank loan, and 34-percent equity related 
to its total cost of plant less depreciation, Other applicants propose to 
finance their pre ject from current funds supplemented by readily available 
bank loans, and the eventual issuance of bonds under existing indentures 
allowing additional bonds to the extent of 6634 percent of net bondable 
property additions. Commission found that all three applicants possess 
financial resources with which to construct proposed facilities to render 
planned service, and that over-all project ean be financed on a reasonable 
basis, consistent with the public interest In the Matters of El Paso 
Natural Gas Company, et al., Applications for Ce rtificates of Publie Con- 
venience and Necessity Under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, as 
Amended 


FOREIGN COMMERCE, 


Applicant granted authorization under section 3 of the Natural Gas Act 
to export natural gas to Mexico in accordance with the terms and condi- 
tions of contract with purchasing company in Mexico and upon condition 
that expropriation be confined to natural gas’ from specified fields and 
in specified quantities and preferential service be rendered at all times to 
persons or municipalities of the United States. Jn the Matter of Reynosa 
Pipe Line Company, Application under Scction 3 of Natural Gas Act for 
Authorization to Export Natural Gas to Mexrico 

The provisions of the Natural Gas Act and its legislative history, as well 
as decisions of the United States Supreme Court involving analogous pro- 
visions of the Interstate Commerce Act, compel the conclusion that a com- 
pany which proposes to coustruct and operate, within the boundaries of a 
single state, facilities for the transportation of natural gas for consumption 
in a foreign country, is required to obtain a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity pursuant to section 7 (¢) of the Act. Id 

The declared policy of section 1 (a) of the Act is that federal regulation 
of matters relating to transportation and sale of natural gas in foreign com- 
merce is necessary in the publie interest. Id 

“Interstate commerce” as defined in section 2 (7) of the Act is deemed to 
embrace “foreign commerce” because “any point outside” of a state includes 
a point in a foreign country Lid 

The language of section 2 (7) of the Natural Gas Act “only insofar as such 
commerce takes place within the United States,” means that the regulation 
contemplated is not applicable to properties or operations beyond the bound- 
aries of the United States, but applies to international commerce only inso- 
far as the transportation takes place within the United States. Id__ 

The legislative history of section 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act discloses 
that Congress specifically intended that section 7 (¢), as amended, should 
apply to foreign commerce. Id : 

Authorization to export natural gas to Mexico granted subject to condi- 
tion that applicant also apply for and obtain a certificate under section 7 (¢) 
of the Natural Gas Act. Id 


GAS RESERVES. 


The Commission found that applicant had available gas reserves adequate 


for 30 years to meet expected daily requirements of the proposed system in 
West Texas and New Mexico under contracts with four large companies and 
by utilizing presently wasted Permian Basin oil well gas for about 75 per- 
cent of maximum requirement and taking the remainder from dry-gas 
fields. Tn the Vatte rs of Ei Paso Natural Gas Con pany ¢ f al., ipplications 
for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity Under Nection 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act, as Amended a ~ 

In view of limited gas reserves which appear to be locally available, the 
companies’ policy of utilizing reserves over a longer period of time is not 
considered to be imprudent. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant vy. 
United Fucl Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Com- 
glaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Whole- 
sale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 
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HEARING. 
See PRACTICE AND ProcepurRE, 1. HEARING. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
1. Erectric ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN. 
See JuRIspIcrion, 7. PUBLIC 


UTiLities ; Pusiic UTILiry. 





2. LICENSE. 






Sce. LIcENSE, 2. NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
8. 














NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN. 






Company and its wholly owned subsidiary, which operate as a single 
interconnected system, under one management, producing and purchasing 
gas locally and from sources outside the state, commingle the gas in a pipe 
line jointly operated and resell such commingled gas to distributing com- 
panies for resale for ultimate consumption in New York and Pennsylvania, 
are engaged in the sale in interstate commerce of natural gas for resale 
for ultimate public consumption and the interstate wholesale rates therefor 
are subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. Jn the Matters of Alle- 
gany Gas Company and North Penn Gas Con pany, Consolidated Proceed- 
ings for the Purpose of Determining Whethe) Suspended Rates Are Just 
and Reasonable » 











A corporation which purchases in Pennsylvania natural gas originating 
in West Virginia and Texas, transports such gas into New York State, and 
there sells and delivers it to a distributing company for resale locally, 
being engaged in the transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce 
and the sale in interstate commerce of natural gas for resale for ultimate 
public consumption, is, therefore a “natural-gas company” within the mean- 
ing of the Natural Gas Act and the rate charged the sole company customer 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Conimission In the Matter of Penn-York 
Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Conmission Into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Con pany ‘aii 35 

Where company owns and operates an integrated interconnected natural- 
gas transmission pipe-line system through which it transports in interstate 
commerce natural gas produced in Montana and North Dakota to markets 
in Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota for public consumption for 
industrial, commercial, and domestic purposes, it is a natural-gas company 
within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act. Jn the Matter of Mondakota 
Gas Company, Complainant vy, Montana-Dakota Utilitics Co., Defendant, 
Investigation on Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion of Rates 
Charged for the sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce __- <6 67 

“Interstate commerce” as defined in section 2 (7) of the Act is deemed 
to embrace “foreign commerce” because “any point outside” of a state 
includes a point in a foreign country. Jn the Matter of Reynosa Pipe Line 
Company, Application under Section 3 of Natural Gas Act for Authoriza- 
tion to Laport Natural Gas to Mexico oe : . 1 

The language of section 2 (7) of the Natural Gas Act “only insofar as 
such commerce takes place within the United States,” means that the 
regulation contemplated is not applicable to properties or operations 
beyond the boundaries of the United States, but applies to international 
commerce only insofar as the transportation takes place within the 
United States. Id eed pita reeo oss a si 4 136 

Applicant is a “natural-gas company” within the meaning of Natural 
Gas Act since it is engaged in operation of facilities for transportation of 
natural gas in interstate commerce and sale in interstate commerce of 
natural gas for resale for ultimate public consumption for domestic, com- 
mercial and industrial uses. Jn the Matters of Central New York Power 
Corporation, Proceeding on Applications Pursuant to Section 7% of the 
Natural Gas Act, As Amended, for Certificate of Public Convenience and 


Necessity___- 198 
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The fact that unmixed natural gas is, at a point in transit in interstate 
commerce, mixed with artificial gas and then further transported for sale 
for resale does not change the interstate character of the transaction 
within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act. Id_---------------.---. 199 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE—Continued 

3. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE InN—Continued 

Respondent companies operate an integrated natural gas system under 
common management in the States of West Virginia, Kentucky, and Ohio, 
by which gas produced or purchased in West Virginia, Kentucky, or other 
States, is transported out of the State of production or purchase and sold 
in interstate commerce for resale, and, therefore, are natural gas com- 
panies within the purview of the Natural Gas Act. City of Columbus, 
Ohio, Complainant y. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated 
Proceedings on Complaint and Orde) for Inve stigation of Reasonableness 
of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 


See also CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
2. REQUIREMENT. 


JURISDICTION. 
1. ACCOUNTING ITEMS 


As proposed issues of securities are subject to the requirement 
Public Utility Holding Company Act, or of a rule, r 











thereunder, they er section 318 of the Federal Power Act, exempt 
from the require: section 204 of the Federal Power Act, but the 
Commission has jurisdiction over the accounting treatment of call premium 
and expenst resulting from proposed redemption of outstanding pre- 
ferred stock and issuance of new securities, inasmuch as the Securities 
and Exchange Coinm n | ed no requirement ith respect 
thereto under the Publie Util ng Company Act. Jn the Matter of 





Oklahoma Gas and Electric C 





2. ALLOCATION OF COSTS. 


See Rares, 6. OPERATING Costs, (b) Allocation. 
3. END Use OF NATURAL GAS. 

Although the Commission is without jurisdiction over a direct sale as 
such of natural gas to an industrial consumer, the Act does confer juris- 
diction over a natural-gas company within the meaning of the Act, and 
over faciilties used by such company in interstate transportation or sale 
of natural gas for resale, especially to the extent necessary to enable the 
Commission to protect the adequacy of the company’s service to its custom- 
ers. Jn the Matter of City of Detroit, et al., Petitioners v. Panhandle Last- 
ern Pipe Line Company et al., Defendants___-- 








4, LICENSEE. 


The Circuit Court of Appea]s for the Third Circuit set aside Commission's 
previous rate reduction order addressed to licensee (Safe Harbor Water 
Power Corp. v. Federal Power Commission, 124 F. (2d) 800, 80S; certiorari 
den., Federal Power Commission v. Safe Harbor Water Power Corp., 316 
U. S. 683), on the ground that the Commission was without jurisdiction 
under Part I of the Federal Power Act in the absence of a finding by the 
Commission that the States (Pennsylvania and Maryland) are unable to 
agree through their properly constituted authorities on the rates or charges 
of the licensee. Jn the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, 
Proceeding to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for 
Licensee____- endl ae uicimalabe eee oe : 

Since purpose of Cong ress was to assure e free tive regulation of rates of 
licensee, if rates continue too high, inaction by the States involved, after 
reasonable opportunity, may show that they are unable to agree as certainly 
as formal announcement of fact. Id ‘ ea 

The saving clause in section 201 (b) that the prov isions of Part II shall 
not deprive a State or State commission of its lawful authority now exer- 
cised over the exportation of hydroelectric energy which is transmitted 
across a State line, has reference to certain existing State statutes which 
purported to prohibit or restrict the exportation of hydroelectric energy. 
DE ici eiinenades acta cid Sli ici ali ah agate cS eed 

The policy dec laré ation in sec tion 201 (a) of the Federal Power Act does 
not warrant reading into the Act an exception of licensees from the provi- 
sions of Part II nor is there any implied exception of licensees. 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
4, LIcENSEE—Continued 


If section 20 could be interpreted to authorize regulation by interstate 
compact of rates of a licensee for interstate wholesale sales regulable as 
wholesale interstate rates of a “public utility” under Part Il of the Act, it 
would be to that extent repealed by implication by the enactment of Part II 
in 1935, but there is no such conflict and the doctrine of repeal by implica- 
tion is not to be invoked. Id : s 

Where licensed project power entered into interstate commerce, the Com- 
mission had authority to regulate the rates therefor under section 20 of the 
Act because the States could not provide commissions with authority to 
regulate interstate rates under Public Utilities Commission vy. Attleboro 
Steam & Electric Co., 273 U. 8S. 83. Id ‘ ‘ sehen 

Congress in 1935 if it believed that it had, in 1920, permitted the States to 
regulate interstate wholesale rates of licensees, would have repealed or 
amended section 20 so as to avoid conflict with the Commission's jurisdic- 
tion to regulate interstate wholesale rates under Part II. Id 

Since the rates here in question are interstate wholesale rates beyond 
the regulatory power of the States, the condition of section 20 of the Fed 
eral Power Act is inapplicable, and the Commission's jurisdiction is not 
dependent upon a finding that the States are unable to agree. Id ; 

The Commission conciuded that it had jurisdiction over the rates charged 
by Safe Harbor, not only under sections 205 and 206 of the Federal Power 
Act, but also under section 20, either on the basis of its finding that the 
States were unable to agree, or independently thereof. Id eds 

Safe Harbor’s contention that it cannot be regulated under any provisions 
other than those in section 20 of the Federal Power Act because its license 
is a contract and allegedly the effect of section 28 is to protect the license 
from alteration by Congress without consent of the licensee, overruled, id__ 


5. NATURAL-GAs COMPANIES. 






A corporation which purchases in Pennsylvania natural gas originating 
in West Virginia and Texas, transports such gas into New York State, and 
there sells and delivers it to a distributing company for resale locally, being 
engaged in the transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce and 
the sale in interstate commerce of natural gas for resale for ultimate public 
consumption, is, therefore, a “natural-gas company” within the meaning 
of the Natural Gas Act and the rate charged the sole company customer 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. Jn the Matter of Penn- 
York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission 
Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company Sg 

Where company owns and operates an integrated interconnected nat- 
ural-gas transmission pipe-line system through which it transports in inter- 
state commerce natural gas produced in Montana*and North Dakota to 
markets in Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota for publice con- 
sumption for industrial, commercial, and domestic purposes, it is a natural- 
gas company within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act. In the Matter 
of Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.., 
Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion of 
Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 7 

Two companies which propose to construct and operate, as tenants in 
common having a 75-percent and 25-percent interest respectively, a 30-inch 
pipe line connecting at the California-Arizona state boundary with the 
interstate pipe line of another company, a natural-gas company under the 
Natural Gas Act, extending 214 miles within the State of California for 
the purpose of transporting natural gas for resale to consumers locally, 
will thereby become “natural-gas companies” within the purview of the 
Act and the construction and operation of the integrated pipe-line facilities 
for the transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce and the sale 
thereof in interstate commerce for resale for ultimate public consumption 
are subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission and the requirements of 
subsections (ec) and (e) of section 7 of the Act. In the Matters of Fl Paso 
Natural Gas Company, et al., Applications for Certificates of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity Under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, as 
Amended —__--- te 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


5. NATURAL GAS COMPANIES 





Continued 


Section 7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act applies to a person which will be 
a natural-gas company as defined in section 2 (6). of the Act upon comple- 
tion of a proposed construction. Jn the Matter of Reynosa Pipe Line Com- 
pany, Application under Section 3 of Natural Gas Act for Authorization 
to Erport Natural Gas to Mexico : 2 : 

Applicant is a “natural-gas company” within the meaning of Natural Gas 
Act since it is engaged in operation of facilities for transportation of nat- 
ural gas in interstate commerce and sale in interstate commerce of natural 
gas for resale for ultimate public consumption for domestic, commercial 
and industrial uses. Jn the Matters of Central New York Power Corpora- 
tion, Proeceding on Applications Pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act, as Amended, for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

The fact that unmixed natural gas is, at a point in transit in interstate 
commerce, mixed with artificial gas and then further transported for sale 
for resale does not change the interstate character of the transaction 
within the meaning of the Natural Gas Act. Id “ ais 

Respendent companies operate an integrated natural gas system under 
commen management in the States of West Virginia, Kentucky, and Ohio, 
by which gas produced or purchased in West Virginia, Kentucky, or other 
States, is transported out of the State of production or purchase and sold 
in interstate commerce for resale, and, therefore, are natural-gas companies 
within the purview of the Natural Gas Act. City of Columbus, Ohio, Com- 
plainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceed- 
ings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Inter- 
state Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gaus Companics 


See also CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. REQUIRE- 
MENT. 


6. 









PUBLIC OWNERSHIP 


Pursuant to a general declared policy of accomplishing public owner- 
ship and operation of electric utilities in the Omaha area, a series of agree- 
ments were consummated resulting in the acquisition of all the common 
eapital stock of applicant by a quasi-public corporation which was an in- 
strumentality of a public power district, a political subdivision of the State 
of Nebraska. The Commission held that applicant thereupon ceased to be 
a privately owned corporation and became directly wholly owned by an 
instrumentality of a public power district, a political subdivision of the 
State of Nebraska and indirectly wholly owned by the power district with 
the result that under section 201 (1) of the Act the Commission was without 
jurisdiction. In the Matter of Nebraska Power Company, Proceeding on 
Application Pursuant to Section 204 of Federal Power Act for Authority 
to Issue Securities as a Public Utility 
Section 201 (f) of the Federal Power Act clearly exempts the United 
States and State governments, their political subdivisions, and their agen- 
cies and instrumentalities from the general provisions of Part IL of the 
Act, us well as corporations wholly owned, directly or indirectly, by any 
one or more of them. Id “ 
The Commission believes that the exemption provided by section 201 (f) 
obviously discloses a Congressional intent to subject private enterprise 
alone to regulation by the Federal Power Commission, and not to extend 
the regulation to government and its instrumentalities. Id ore 
The word “indirectly” extends the exemption of section 201 (f) of the 
Act to cover corporations wholly owned by any “agency,” “authority,” or 
“instrumentality” of the United States, any State, or any political subdi- 
dision of a State, and unquestionably was intended to mean something 
more remote and indefinite than “direct” ownership. It includes other 
odes of owning than by taking legal title, and taken together the words 
“directly or indirectly” cover every character of proprietary interest. Id 
Congress did not intend the words “wholly owned” to inelnde owner 
ship of preferred stock, but rather the character of ownership exercised 
by holding companies in their domination of subsidiaries, notwithstanding 
the fact that large amounts of preferred stock were in hands of public. 
(Pacific Power & Light Company, 3 F. P. C. 329, at 355; Minnesota Power 
¢é Light Company, 3 F. P. C. 388, at 392-393). Id_-- 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
6. PusLic OWNERSHIP—Continued 


Congress, by using the words “wholly owned”, had in mind the usual 
acceptation that ownership of the common capital stock denotes ownership 
of the corporation. Id_--_-~~- ; 


The provisions of section 203 of the Act concerning transfer of facilities 
and securities are inapplicable to transactions affecting a State, its politi- 
cal subdivisions or instrumentality of either embraced within the exemp- 
tion in section 201 (f), even though in such transaction a public utility as 
defined in the Act disposed, or proposed to dispose of facilities then sub- 
ject to the Commission’s jurisdiction to such State, State political sub- 
division, or instrumentality. Id_- pais gical cerca cae agiocini dabei = 

Agencies of the United States even though not licensees under the Act, 
are required by section 303 of the Act to conform to the Commission's 
accounting requirements, and there is no difference between such agencies 
and public utility companies and licensees with respect to accounting treat- 
iment of costs, revenues and‘expenses, and particularly the determination 
of net income. Jn the Matter of The Central Nebraska Public Power and 
Irrigation District, Application for Exemption from Payment of Annual 
Charges under License under Section 10 (e) of Federal Power Act 

The language of section 10 (e) of the Federal Power Act which authorizes 
exemption “to the extent” that power from a State or municipal project 
“is sold to the public without profit or is used by such State or .munici- 
pality for State or municipal purposes” establishes two mutually exclusive 
grounds for exemption. Id sabia ; ‘ 

The words “municipal purposes” in the second part of the exemption 
clause of section 10 (e) of the Act limit exemption to instances where li- 
censee retains:the power and uses it for its own purposes, precluding dis- 
position to others. Id 


7. Pusric UTILITIES. 


Corporation is a “publie utility” within the meaning of the Federal Power 
Act because it owns and operates facilities subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission, consisting of transmission facilities which constitute 
direct integral links in the interconnected transmission system whereby 
electric energy is transmitted from the point of generation in Pennsyl- 
vania to points of consumption in Maryland, and are, therefore, facilities 
for the “transmission of electric energy in interstate commerce.” (Jersey 
Central Power & Light Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 319 U.S. 61). 
In the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to 
Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee aie 

Corporation’s entire output is delivered to the interconnected system 
and sold, two-thirds to the Maryland company and one-third to the Penn- 
sylvania Company for resale. The principal part is transmitted in inter- 
state commerce, including electric energy sold to each purchaser. The 
sales are consequently sales of electric energy at wholesale in interstate 
commerce and some of the electric facilities owned and operated by Safe 
Harbor are necessarily used in accomplishing such sales. Id : 

The Commission may find that States directly concerned are unable to 
agree with meaning of section 20 from facts disclosed by record, including 
State commission’s request that this Commission proceed to determine 
reasonable rates to be charged by licensee, Id__ 


8. PURCHASE PRICE oF GAs. 


Though the Commission recognized that future local purchases would be 
at higher cost, it refused request of West Virginia interveners to set a 
15 cents per M. c.f value at the well mouth for locally purchased gas, as 
it could not compel the company to pay more than the market price, and 
it was not convinced that such price would increase appreciably the local 
supply. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant v. United Fucl Gas Com- 
pany, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for 
Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Ratcs of Natural- 
COs ‘COMMUNIC noir niece 
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LICENSE. 
1. ANNUAL CHARGE. 


Public power district, which is operated jointly with two other licensees 
under the Federal Power Act and disposes of electric energy through a non- 
corporate agency for resale to consumers and receives the revenues there- 
from after deduction of operating expenses, held not entitled to exemption 
from annual license charges under section 10 (e) of the Act, on claimed 
grounds that power generated by it is sold to the public “without profit” 
or used for State or municipal purposes. Jn the Mutter of The Central 
Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, Application for Exremp- 
tion from Payment of Annual Charges under License under Section 10 (e) 
of Federal Power Act es 7 anit ; 

The universal understanding of the meaning of the words “without 
profit” is that there is a profit if, for a given period, revenues exceed prop- 
erly allocated costs and nothing in the legislative history of section 10 (e) 
indicates an intention to attach different meaning. Id_- aiplaastpialele acetates 

A publie power district which is limited by statute and by its operating 
agreement to use of its power revenues for payment of operating expenses, 
retirement of indebtedness for power facilities and construction of exten- 
sions of those facilities may nonetheless be a profit-making governmental 
enterprise, and is not entitled to exemption by virtue of such limitations on 
disposition of profits. Id__ - -—< - ~- 

Congress considered that sales to the public from municipal projects 
would be either “with profit” or “without profit” and did not intend an 
automatic exemption of a municipal licensee. Id_ eae — 

The repayment of capital investment or reduction of indebtedness 
against property out of revenues is a disposition of profits and proof of 
operation “with profit” within the meaning of section 10 (e) of Act. id__- 

A public power district claiming exemption from annual charges under 
section 10 (e) of the Federal Power Act as to electric energy sold for 
resale must show not only that it sells at wholesale “without profit’ but 
also that such energy is resold to the consuming public “without profit.” 
Bsus iid , sila earns a ila — 

The language of section 10 (e) of the Federal Power Act which author- 
izes exemption “to the extent” that power from a State or municipal proj- 
ect “is sold to the publie without profit or is used by such State or munici- 
pality for state or municipal purposes” establishes two mutually exclusive 
grounds for exemption. Id camaeaaldee scale uind 


2. NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


For the purpose of this application, it has been settled by decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States that the project will affect the 
navigability of the Cedar, lowa, and Mississippi Rivers, each of which has 
been determined to be a part of the navigable waters of the United States; 





will affect the interests of interstate commerce; will flood certain public 
lands of the United States; and wili require for its construction a license 
from the Commission. (First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative vy. Federal 
Power Commission, 328 U. S. 152) In the Matter of First Iowa Hudro- 
Electric Cooperative, Petition to Reopen Question of Commission's Juris- 
diction under Part I of Federal Power Aet 


2 
o 


PROCEDURE—NOTICE AND HEARING. 


Section 25 (b) of Federal Power Act does not require notice or oppor- 
tunity for hearing an“ it does not appear that State of Iowa has suffered 
any legal injury in violation of a statutory or constitutional requirement 
for notice of filing of, or opportunity for hearing on, a declaration of inten- 
tion filed pursuant to section 23 (b). Jn the Matter of First Towa Hydro- 
Electric Cooperative, Petition to Reopen Question of Commission’s Juris- 
diction under Part I of Federal Power Act 

The manner and method of conducting investigation of proposed con- 
struction by declarant under section 23 (b) of the Federal Power Act has 
been left to judgment and discretion of Commission. Id_-_ 
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LICENSE—Continued 
RATES OF LICENSEE. 


The Circuit Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit set aside Commis- 
sion’s previous rate reduction order addressed to licensee (Safe Harbor 
Water Power Corp. v. Federal Power Commission, 124 F. 2d 800, 808; 
certiorari den., Federal Power Commission v. Safe Harbor Water Power 
Corp., 316 U. S. 663), on the ground that the Commission was without 
jurisdiction under Part I of the Federal Power Act in the absence of a 
finding by the Commission that the States (Pennsylvania and Maryland) 
are unable to agree through their properly constituted authorities on the 
rates or charges of the licensee. Jn the Matter of Safe Harbor Water 
Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates 
and Charges for Licensee — aa 

Since purpose of Congress was to: assure effective regul: ation of rates of 
licensee, if rates continue too high, inaction by the States involved, after 
reasonable opportunity, may show that they are unable to agree as cer- 
tainly as formal announcement of fact. Id_- see ‘ acacia 

The saving clause in section 201 (b) that the provisions of Part II shall 
not deprive a State or State commission of its lawful authority now exer- 
cised over the exportation of hydroelectric energy which is transmitted 
across a State line, has reference to certain existing State statutes which 
purported to prohibit or restrict the exportation of hydroelectric energy. 
PD si etic: = es om ee el asch a Aa de ea ote ca ia 

The policy declar: ation in section 201 (i a) of the Federal Power ‘Act does 
not warrant reading into the Act an exception of licensees from the provi- 
sions of Part II nor is there any implied exception of licensees. Id 

If section 20 could be interpreted to authorize regulation by interstate 
compact of rates of a licensee for interstate wholesale sales regulable as 
wholesale interstate rates of a “public utility’ under Part II of 
the Act, it would be to that extent repealed by implication by the enactment 
of Part IT in 1935, but there is no such conflict and the doctrine of repeal 
by Teiontion 18 GO to ie TAVONOE. (86... 2 joe cece anne 

Where licensed project power entered into interst: ite commerce, the 
Commission had authority to regulate the rates therefor under section 20 
of the Act because the States could not provide commissions with authority 
to regulate interstate rates ~~ 7 Public Utilities Commission y. Attleboro 
Steam & Electric Co., 273 U. i ttc cece a nk aaa asi 

Congress in 1935 if it Ae tal aie it it had, in 1920, pe ‘rmitted the States 
to regulate interstate wholesale rates of licensees, would have repealed 
or amended section 20 so as to avoid conflict with the Gummahes juris- 
diction to regulate interstate wholesale rates under Part II. Id _-- 

Since the rates here in question are interstate wholesale rates beyond 
the regulatory power of the States, the condition of section 20 of the Fed- 
eral Power Act is inapplicable, and the Commission's jurisdiction is not 
dependent upon a finding that the States are unable to agree. Id___-_- 

The Commission concluded that it had jurisdiction over the rates char ged 
by Safe Harbor not only under sections 205 and 206 of the Federal Power 

t, but also under section 20, either on the basis of its finding that the 
States were unable to agree, or independently thereof. Id_ 

Safe Harbor’s contention that it cannot be regulated under any pro- 
visions other than those in section 20 of the Federal Power Act because its 
license is a contract and allegedly the effect of section 28 is to protect the 


license from alteration by Congress without consent of the licensee, over- 
ruled. Id 


4. WHEN ISSUED. 








Application for amendment of license granted authorizing redevelopment 
of the Wilder Project on the Connecticut River in Vermont and New 
Hampshire, on finding that the water resources at this site are capable of 
substantial further development ; that redevelopment is desirable: and that 
the proposed structures were best adapted to a comprehensive plain of 
development, considering the use of the waterway for the benefit of inter- 
state or foreign commerce, the improvement and utilization of water-power 
development, as well as the use of such water resources for other bene- 
ficial public uses. In the Matter of Bellows Falls Hydro-Electrice Cor- 
poration 


Page 


Or 


929 


99n 
-00 


228 
256 


242 


94? 


243 





ee 















































INDEX DIGEST 1051 


LINE LOSS. Page 
Sce RATES, 6. OPERATING Costs, (h) Transportation. 
MERGER. 
See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, SALE OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES, 
MUNICIPALITIES. 
See JurRispicTIoN, 6. PUBLIC OWNERSHIP. 
NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 1. CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY, 2. REQUIREMENT; INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 3. NATURAL 
Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN; JURISDICTION, 5. NATURAL GAS 
COMPANIES. 


OPERATING EXPENSE, 


See RATES, 6. OPERATING Costs. 
ORIGINAL COST. 


Sce ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUST- 
MENTS, (un) kLacess over Original Cost of tequired Properties; 
Cost, 1. AcTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost; RATES, 8. RATE BASE, (Cc) 
Original Cost. 

PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

1. HEARING, 

Section 23 (b) of Federal Power Act does not require notice or oppor- 
tunity for hearing and it does not appear that State of Iowa has suffered 
any legal injury in violation of a statutory or constitutional requirement 
for notice of filing of, or opportunity for hearing on, a declaration of 
intention filed pursuant to section 283 (b). In the Matter of First Iowa 
Hiydro-Electric Cooperative, Petition to Reopen Question of Commission’s 
Jurisdiction under Part I of Federal Power Act__--------____-_---__ cies 217 


2. INVESTIGATION. 
The manner and method of conducting investigation of proposed ccn- 
struction by declarant under section 25 (b) of the Federal Power Act has 
been left to judgment and discretion of Commission. Jn the Matter of First 
Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, Petition to Reopen Question of Commis- 
sion’s Jurisdiction under Part I of Federal Power Act _- 2 218 
PREFERRED STOCK. 
See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 5. PREMIUMS ON STOCK; SECURITIES. 
PRELIMINARY PERIOD. 
See Rates, 11. Test Pertop. 
PROFITS BETWEEN AFFILIATES. 
See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 4. DISPOSITION OF ACCOUNTING ADJUST- 
MENTS, (b) Inter-Company Fees and Profits. 
PROPERTY, USED AND USEFUL. 
Sce ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 2. Cost, (b) Property Used and Useful; 
RATES, 8. RATE BAsE, (d) Property Used and Useful. 
PROPOSED RATES. 
Proposed rate schedules were filed and accepted by the Commission 
accomplishing rate reductions as to jurisdictional sales, based on the test 
year 1944, resulting in substantial savings of time and money to both 
Commission and the company incident to extended, formal hearings and 
rate proceedings. In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, Memo- 
randum Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of 
Natural-Gas Company ists inna Nai ad anata aE ES idehaa 146 
See also, RATES, 11. Test PERrop. 
PUBLIC AGENCIES. 
See JuRIspIcTIon, 6. PuBLic OWNERSHIP. 
47 


728731 





vol. 5 70 








1052 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
PUBLIC INTEREST. 
Sec CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ; CONSOLIDATION, 
MERGER, SALE OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES, 3. PUBLIC INTEREST, CON- 
SISTENCY W1TH; Rates, 12, ULTIMATE CONSUMERS. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Subject to the provisions of the Leasing Act of 1920 as amended in 
1935, company, by reason of construction, operation, and maintenance 
of a pipe line for the transmission of natural gas upon a right-of-way 
through public lands, became obligated as a common carrier to accept, 
convey, transport, or purchase, without discrimination, natural gas pro- 
duced from government lands in the vicinity, in such amounts as should 
be determined by the Secretary of the Interior after notice and hearing. 
In the Matter of Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant y. Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and Commis- 
sion’s Own Motion of Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in 
Interstate Commerce 
PUBLIC OWNERSHIP. 

See JuRIspIcTION, 6. PUBLIC OWNERSHIP. 

PUBLIC UTILITY. 

Company is a “public utility” within the meaning of the Federal Power 
Act because it owns and operates facilities subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission, consisting of transmission facilities which constitute 
direct integral links in the interconnected transmission system whereby 
electric energy is transmitted irom the point of generation in Pennsylvania 
to points of consumption in Maryland, and are, therefore, facilities for the 
“transmission of electric energy in interstate commerce.” (Jersey Central 
Power & Light Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 319 U. S. 61.) Jn the 
Vatter of Safe Ilarbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Deter- 
mine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee_____- = 

Where company’s entire output is delivered to an interconnected system 
and sold, two-thirds to a Maryland company and one-third to a Pennsyl- 
vania Company for resale, the principal part is transmitted in interstate 
commerce, including electric energy sold to each purchaser. The sales 
are consequently sales of electric energy at wholesale in interstate com- 
merce and some of the electric facilities owned and operated by company 
are necessarily used in accomplishing such sales. Id = ‘ 

When “public utility’ within the meaning of the Federal Power Act 
disposes of all its facilities subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission to 
another “public utility,” which in turn will merge or consolidate facilities 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission with those acquired, the 
latter “public utility” to be the surviving corporation, the merger is subject 
to the provisions of section 203 of the Act. Jn the Matters of Northwestern 
Llectric Company and Pacific Power &€ Light Company, Proceeding for 
Approval of Proposed Merger 


PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING COMPANY ACT. 
Sce SECURITIES, 
RATES 


1. ALLOCATION OF COSTs. 


See Rates, 6. Overatine Costs, (b) Allocation. 
2. CONTRACTS. 

In investigating company’s rates, Commission did not recognize for rate- 
making purposes a “cost contract” providing that company was to sell gas 
to an affiliate on an out-of-pocket cost basis, under which it was not to 
make any profit. Jn the Matter of Canadian River Gas Company et al 
Complainants v. Public Service Commission of Colorado et al., Defendants, 
Consolidated Proceeding on Investigation Into the Reasonableness of Rates 
and Charges of Canadian River Gas Company, Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company, and Colerado-Wyoming Gas Company for the Sale of Natural 
Gas in Interstate Commerce for Resale 
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RATES—Continued 
2. ContTracts—Continued 


Company’s charges under a “cost contract” may be above or below rates 
determined upon a regulatory basis; and in recent years such charges 
have been lower than those prescribed by the Commission’s order. Id_--- 


3. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


See DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION; RATES, 6. OPERATING Costs, (d) 
Depreciation and Depletion, 8. Rate Base, (b) Depreciation and 
De ple tion. 


4, DISCRIMINATION. 


Although rates under suspension would result in undue and unlawful 
discrimination by reason of wide variation in costs to interstate wholesale 
customers, rate schedules producing approximately same revenues, with- 
out the discriminatory features, would be reasonable. Jn the Matters of 
illegany Gas Company and North Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Pro- 
ceedings for the Purpose of Determining Whether Suspended Rates Are 
Just and Reasonable . ea seas sisi avalide ct iia thas aaah 


See ComMMoN CARRIER; PUBLIC LANDS. 


5. LICENSEE. 

See Jurispicrion, 4, LICENSEE; LICENSE, 3. RATES oF LICENSEE. 
6. OPERATING COSTS, 

(a) In General. 


Cost of service includes necessary operating expenses, allowance for 
depletion and depreciation, taxes and a reasonable return on the rate base. 
In the Matters of Allegany Gas Company and North Penn Gas Company, 
Consolidated Proceedings for the Purpose of Determining Whether Sus- 
pended Rates Are Just and Reasonable a handles 

The cost of service adopted as reasonable and appropriate consisted of 
(1) operating expenses, including transmission expense, purchase gas ex- 
pense, and administrative and general expenses; (2) allowance for de- 
preciation; (8) taxes; (4) allowance for return at 6 percent on rate base; 
and (5) cost of purchased gas. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas 
Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonableness 
of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 


The cost of service to the customer company defined as commodity and 
transportation costs, including a fair return Id 
For the purpose of testing companies’ rate reduction offer, the actual 


operating figures for revenue and expense of respondents for 1945 was 
adjusted upon the basis of stabilization of company-produced and locally- 
produced gas expected to occur in 1947. City of Columbus, Ohio, Com- 
plainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceed- 

gs on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Inter- 
state Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies__ 


(b) Allocation, 


Where corporations eng 


» in selling natural gas at retail to ultimate 
consumers, as well as in selling gas at wholesale in interstate commerce, 


it is necessary to make an allocation to segr 





gate the cost of serving the 
jurisdictional business from the nonjurisdictional. In the Matters of 
illegany Gas Company and North Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Pro- 
ceedings for the Purpose of Determining Whether Suspended Rates Are 
Just and Reasonable 





An allocation of cost of serving jurisdictional and nonjurisdictional 
business will serve as a guide in determining reasonable rates subject to 
the Commission's jurisdiction. Id - ---___~ ial “s os 

Method of cost allocation employed in the Mississippi River Fuel Corpo- 
ration rate case (4 F. P. C. 340) used. Id weet aad i A re orale elias 

Rates reasonable providing revenues which slightly exceed the cost of 
service allocated to the jurisdictional business and distribute equitably the 
cost of service among subject customers, Id ; 

The cost of service to the customer company defined as commodity and 
transportation costs, including a fair return. Id___ " 
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RATES 
6. 


Continued 











OPERATING Costs 





Continued 

















The use of “demand” and “commodity” components for allocation of 
average costs adopted in conformity with method in Re Mississippi River 
Fuel Corporation. 4 F. P. C. 340, 68 P.U. R. (N.S) 89. In the Matter of 
Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant vy. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., 
Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion of 
Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 
Allocation, or cost of service study, made in accordance with principles 
set forth in Commission opinion in Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, 
et al., 4 F. P. C. 340, 63 P. UL R. ON. S.) 898.) In the Matters of The Ohio 
Fuel Gas Company, Memoranduin Opinion and Order Making Effective Re 
duction in Rates of Natural-Gas Company 


(c) Commodity Cost. 





Since the company has only one customer a two-part rate is considered ap- 
propriate, with a fixed transportation charge. The first part of the rate 
will be a commodity éharge, 144¢ more per M. ec. f. than the price paid for 
gas purchased, to cover the cost of lost gas, and the second part a flat 
monthly transportation charge. In the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas 
Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonable 

ness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company “ 

Gas company required to file revised rates, subject to prior approval of 
Commission, reflecting reductions commensurate with any reduced pur- 
chase costs of gas that may result from proceedings pending involving affil- 
iated companies from which company obtains certain of its gas require 
ments. Jn the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, Memorandum 
Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of Natural-Gas 
Company an 

Though the Commission recognized that future local purchases would 
be at higher cost, it refused request of West Virginia interveners to set a 
15 cents per M. ec. f. value at the well mouth for locally purchased gas, as 
it could not compel the company to pay more than the market price, and it 
was not convinced that such price would increase appreciably the local 
supply. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant v. United Fuel Gas Com- 
pany, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for 
Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural- 
Gas Companies aad “ 

In view of limited ¢ as reserves which ap pear to be loe ally avail: ible, the 
companies’ policy of dition reserves over a longer period of time is not 
considered to be imprudent. Id_- 


(d) Depreciation and Depletion. 


The determination of the expense allowance for depreciation rests upon 
the remaining service life of the company’s pipe line. The 20-year contract 
for the company’s supply of gas is not controlling, since the vendor com- 
pany cannot, under sec. 7 (b) of the Natural Gas Act, abandon service 
until its available natural gas supply is depleted, or the Commission finds 
that public convenience and necessity permit such abandonment. Jn the 
Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order 
of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 

Depreciation and depletion expenses computed at rates developed after 
studies of company’s operations, gas supplies, and properties by Commis- 
sion’s staff. In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, Memorandum 


Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of Natural-Gas 
Company 


If the property is not to be re enewed or repl: iced, reimbursement for the 
consumed capital is an equally necessary and just cost of operation and 
depreciation expense. Jn the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Cor- 
poration, Proceeding to Determine Just and Reasonable Rates and — 
for Licensee “ 

The Commission found the appropris ite method of computing deprecia- 
tion to be the straight-line method, under which the service value (cost 
less net salvage) is charged to operations ratably over the life of the 
asset. Id__- 
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RATES 





Continued 
6. OPERATING Costs—Continued 


The sinking-fund method, which was rejected, postpones recoupment of 
the largest part of the investment to the uncertain future when the plant 
is old and is, therefore, objectionable in the case of long-lived property, 
where the reserves accumulate slowly. If the estimate of service life 
should prove too long, under such an interest method serious capital im- 
pairment would result. Id_--_---~- . 

Depreciation expense was adjusted to annual accrual determined from 
service life studies of company’s properties. City of Columbus, Ohio, 
Complainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Pro- 
ceedings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of 
Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companics- 

See also, RATES, 8. RATE BASE. 

(e) ELvidence. 


The Commission, in figuring the amount for loss and unaccounted for 
gas, used the company’s experience rather than conjecture of a company 
witness, and allowed for probable increase in line loss with the age of the 
pipe line. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investi- 
gation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of 
Natural-Gas Company_—- 


The Commission disallowed as speculative the company’s claim for 
future administrative and general expense and took the actual average 
expenses for 1942-1944 with elimination of expenses involved in excluded 
production property. Id : coiaied ea 

Commission cannot fix rates upon the basis of co mpans *s actual experi- 
ence in 1942 and 1943, but, because of great change which has occurred 
and is still in process, must consider latest available facts as well as ex- 
pectancies of the relatively near future. City of Columbus, Ohio, Com- 
plainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Procee dings 
on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Inter- 
state Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 

(f) Production Expenses. 

Expenses of production, exploration and development, depletion, and 
excess profits from extraction operations of affiliated gasoline and oil 
company were adjusted to reflect respectively expected decreases in royalty 
payments, decreased production, lesser rate of production, and decreased 
volumes of gas available for processing. City of Columbus, Ohio, Com- 
plainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Pro- 
ceedings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of 
Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 

The contentions of West Virginia agencies that, in determining reason- 
able rates, production must be entirely separate from transportation and 
distribution, were advanced by the State of West Virginia and the Public 
Service Commission of West Virginia and rejected by the court in Federal 
Power Commission vy. Hope Natural Gas Company (820 U.S. 591). Id_ 

(g) Tazes. 

Federal income taxes were adjusted on the basis of taxable income ex- 
cluding excess revenues. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant v. United 
Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and 
Order for Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates 
of Natural-Gas Companics_- 


In the determination of allowance for federal income tax, Commissio 
nkes cognizance of order of xray Securities and Exchange Commission which 
woul admit of the filing of a consolidated income tax return with result 
ant savings by parent holding cngaies and subsidiary. In the Matter of 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commis- 
sion Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 
(h) Transportation. 


The Commission, in figuring the amount for loss and unaccounted for gas, 
used the company’s experience rather than conjecture of a company witness, 
and allowed for probable increase in line loss with the age of the pipeline 
In the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon 
Order of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Com- 
DR inane 
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RATES—Continued 

6. OPERATING Costs—Continued 

The principal components in the determination of cost of transportation 
include operating expenses, allowance for depreciation and taxes. In the 
determination of cost of transportation attributable to operating expenses, 
the Commission took the company’s figures for maintenance rather than 
the staff’s recommendation, as future maintenance would be substantially 
greater than that experienced in the past since certain maintenance had 
been deferred and normal maintenance would increase by reason of the age 
of pipeline. Id__-- siesta bela aan - 

Since the company has only one customer a two-part rate considered 
appropriate, with a fixed transportation charge. The first part of the rate 
will be a commodity charge, 44¢ more per M. ¢. f. than the price paid for gas 
purchased, to cover the cost of lost gas, and the second part a tlat monthly 
transportation charge. Id aay . ilies istilans 

The average cost of transportation of gas from the intake valve of com- 
pressors to the city gates, including operating expenses, taxes, depreciation, 
a fair proportion of general expenses and a 6-percent return on a rate base 
composed of the depreciated book costs of gas plant, and of proper allow- 
ance for materials, supplies, and working capital, provides a reasonable 
basis upon which to predicate system-wide rates for interstate common- 
carrier transportation of gas for the future. Jn the Matter of Mondakota 
Gas Company, Complainant vy. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, 
Investigation on Complaint and Commission's Own Motion of Rates Charged 
for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 

The Commission fixed a transportation rate based upon the cost of 
rendering service for years 1942 and 1943 as shown by the evidence, includ 
ing depreciation, taxes, a fair proportion of general expense, working capi- 
tal, plus a return of six percent on depreciated investment in gas 
NRE Bilis . = Hemet casenenaateie 

The contentions of West Virginia agencies that, in determining reasonable 
rates, production must be entirely separate from transportation and dis- 
tribution, were advanced by the State of West Virginia and the Public 
Service Commission of West Virginia and rejected by the court in Federal 
Power Commission v. Hope Natural Gas Company (820 U.S. 591). City 
of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, 
Consolidated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of 
Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 

A company which owns or leases gas-producing wells and has potential 
customers to purchase gas when deliveries can be accomplished is a po- 
tential distributing company. Jn the Matter of Mondakota Gas Company, 
Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Investigation on 
Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion of Rates Charged for the Sale 
of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


7. PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

Company is qualified to file a complaint respecting rates and charges 
under section 5 of the Natural Gas Act even though not presently a gas- 
distributing company since the law clearly intended that both the pro- 
ducer now delivering gas to customers and the producer who has gas and 
proposes to deliver shall have the benefits provided by statute. Jn the 
Matter of Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota 
Utilities Co., Defendant, Investigation on Complain! and Commission’s Own 
Motion of Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate 
Commerce silaaraaedbaoic asec seta ele f a 

A common carrier has no right to demand that goods be actually brought 
and presented to it for shipment before it fixes and publishes a rate. Id i 

Company is not required to obtain authority te transport and sell natural 
gas in interstate commerce pursuant to section 7 ) of the Natural Gas 
Act as a condition precedent to filing a compiaint under section 5 of the 
Act to test the reasonableness of seller’s rates. Id 


8. RATE BaSE. 


(a) Contributions in Aid of Construction. 


Contributions in aid of construction were deducted from original cost. 
In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, Memorandum Opinion and 
Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of Natural-Gas Company-_--- 
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RATES—Continued 
8. RaTE BAsE—Continued 
(b) Depreciation and Depletion. 


Accrued depreciation found best measured by adjusted book reserve for 
depreciation at the end of 1944, plus accruals for 1945. In the Matter of 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commis- 
sion Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 

The book reserves were deducted from original cost as the measure of 
accrued depreciation and depletion. In the Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas 
Company, Vemorandum Opinion and Order Vaking Effective Reduction 
in Rates of Natural-Gas Compa a 

The Commission, in passing upen the accounting for purchases of 


electric plant, w requil lepreci:tion and depletion reserves 
recorded on the books of the purchaser applicable to the proj 
ferred In the Matte cu ) k / atura wis Corporat 
cecd ] 
As if 

Observed 
of the prog 
ing from 


) | preciated base be used, 
the depreciation fun ! ted j itive 
as Government bonds), and that the consumers be ted with interest at 
the Government rate, rejected. If the « nal investment is thus gradually 
transformed substantially into investment in Government securities, a rate 


iy 


of return on the entire investment commensurate with the rates of return 
applicable only to the electric utility industry is inappropriate as it would 
force the consumer to compens: the company for risks which it is not 
assuming. Id ” 

The licensee’s contention that it is en dtoa ! “jiated rate base 


is founded on fallacious inise that depreciation payments are “ad 


vances” to finance renew: eplacements. They are an allowance for 
consumption of capital “currently” taking place, the return of the capital 
through depreciation charg pro tanto terminating the consumer’s obliga- 
tion to pay a return on capital investment. Id 


Depreciation reserve account should not be classified as a liability on 


licensee’s balance sheet since it is a contra account ant account and 
the established practice for industrial companies is t iow the deprecia- 
tion reserve as a deduction from plant account on the asset side of the 
balance sheet. Pe ao es 

In transition from sinking fund method to straight-line method, Commis 
sion required only the amount in the reserve at the present time to be 
deducted, not the substantially larger amount which would result from 
retroactive application of the straight-line method. Id_ a 

In general, all physical properties of utilities, except land, are depreci- 
able. Mass concrete in licensee’s dam, the power ‘house and tailré 
excavation, and forebay ri ump are depreciable. Id_- ; 

Deficiency between licensee’s present reserve and its reserve re quire ment 
calculated on a straight ‘line basis must ultimately be made up if capital 
impairment is to be-avoided. Id . inaaalthateaedecateied 

Deduction for accrued depletion and depree iation was based on “reserve 
requirements.” The book reserves were computed on the basis of greatly 
inflated capital structure, since respondents accrued depreciation and de- 
pletion on their written-up plant accounts. Depletion reserve was in excess 
of the original cost of the depletable properties included in the rate base. 
Under these circumstances, held reasonable to use reserve requirements 
as measure of accrued depreciation and depletion instead of higher book 
figures. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, 
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RATES—Continued 


8. RATE 






BAsE—Continued 


Defendant, Consolidated Procecdings on Complaint and Order for Investi- 
gation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gus 
Companies es 

Reserve requirements computed on a straight-line basis for depreciable 
plant and on a production basis for depletable plant. Id 


(c) Original Cost. 


For the purpose of testing proposed rates only, the Commission will adopt 
respondents’ combined figures for original cost, depreciation and deple 
tion, and working capital, after necessary adjustments of the rate base for 
the unused portion of manufactured gas plant, and for well construction 
expenditures pre \ a charged to operating expenses. Cf. Hope Natural 
Gias case, 3 F. P. C. 150, 161. Accrued depreciation and depletion were 
similarly adjus sted. In the Matters of Allegany Gas Company and North 
Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Proceedings for the Purpose of Deter- 
mining Whether Suspended Rates Are Just and Reasonable . 

The rate base is original investment less accrued depreciation, plus 
working capital. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation 
Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of 
Natural-Gas Company_-- = 

In the determination of rate base, trial examiner properly refused to 
receive in evidence reproduction cost testimony. Jn the Matter of Safe 
Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Determine Just and 
Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee__ 

Section 20 of the Federal Power Act prohibits a licensee from claiming 
and the Commission from allowing, for rate-making purposes, any amount 
in excess of “net investment.” Reproduction cost estimates and estimates 
of investment expressed in terms of the purchasing power of the 1943 dollar, 
being neither “actual legitimate original cost” nor “net investment,” must 
be rejected. Id a sbeconngeieastga ie 

The Commission found th le average ri ite base for the year 1943 to be 
actual legitimate investment, less the reserve for rn plus work- 
ing capital. Id ee 

Net investment rate base > of comp: inies foun d based on original cost of 
plant less accrued depletion and depreciation, plus construction work in 
progress, gas plant held for future use, retirement work in progress, and 
working capital. City of Columbus, Ohio, Complainant vy. United Fuel Gas 
Company, Defendant, Consolidated Procecdings on Complaint and Order for 
Investigation of Reasonableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural- 
Gas Companies 


(d) Property Used and Useful. 


Production property not to be used in the future or abandoned and dis- 
mantled, eliminated from the rate base. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Nat- 
ural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 


(e) Working Capital. 


Proper working capital allowed comprised of cash, plus sums for aed 
terials and supplies, and prepayments. In the Matter of Penn-York Nat- 
ural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company- skinsooasaia 

Amount claimed as working capital based upon 10-day interv: il between 
date of payment for gas purchased and receipt of payment for gas sold 
disallowed, as 10-day lag was created subsequently by extension agreement 
with affiliated customer company for which no_ justification was 
offered, Id : sini 

Working capital computed in accordance with Commission’ s est thlished 
practice, namely, one-eighth of the cash operating expenses, exclusive of 
income taxes and purchased gas, plus average materials and supplies on 
hand, including stored gas. In Matters of The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, 
Memorandum Opinion and Order Making Effective Reduction in Rates of 
Natural-Gas Company__-- 
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RATES—Continued 

8. RaTeE Base—Continued 

Working capital consists of the cost of materials and supplies on hand, 
plus a cash allowance for expenses amounting to one-eighth (or 45 days) 
of the total annual expenses which require working capital. City of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, Complainant v. United Fuel Gas Company, Defendant, Consoli- 
dated Proceedings on Complaint and Order for Investigation of Reason- 
ableness of Interstate Wholesale Rates of Natural-Gas Companies 

9. RATE OF RETURN. 

Six percent found toe be a fair and reasonable rate of return based on 
established market, ample gas supply, adequate past and present provisions 
for depreciation, enterprise with no unusual hazards, capacity of pipe line 
to deliver additional gas without additional investment, and fact that we 
are in a period of the lowest cost of money in history. (Re Jississippi 
River Fuel Corporation, 4 F. P, C. 340, 63 P. U. R. ON. S.) 89); Re Allegany 
Gas Company and North Penn Gas Company, supra, p. 1, 683 P. UL. R 
(N.S.) 281. Jn the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, Tnvesti 
gation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural- 
GGG CONDON inn nik Seiten ns aise = ra 

Rates for the future should be prescribed with due consideration for 
present earnings and future prospects. Id " . 

Six percent is a fair and reasonable rate of return for respondent under 
current conditions. In the Matter of Mondaukota Gas Company, Com- 
plainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.. Defendant, Investigation on 
Complaini and Conmtission’s Own Motion of Rates Charged for the Sale 
of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce_ ace 7 = é 

Applicant's operating revenues and expenses are reasonable and, as 
presently estimated, will result in 6 percent return for the first year, 
5.8 percent for the second, and ultimately 6.3 percent on estimated capital 
investment less depreciation. Jn the Matters of El Paso Natural Gas 
Company et al.. Applications for Certificates of Publie Convenience and 
Necessity Under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, as Amended__ ; 

Natural gas company’s operating revenues and expenses considered 
reasonable when, as presently estimated, they will result in a 6 percent 
return for the first year, 5.8 percent for the second and ultimately 6.3 per- 
cent on estimated capital investment less depreciation. Id cece eal 

The rate of return should be reasonably sufficient to assure confidence in 
financial soundness of utility and should be adequate, under efficient and 
economical management, to maintain and support its credit and enable it to 
raise money necessary for the proper discharge of its public duties. Jn 
the Matter of Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, Proceeding to Deter- 
mine Just and Reasonable Rates and Charges for Licensee AS Sc ane 

Five percent was found to be a fair and reasonable rate of return 
Licensee has a large hydroelectric development in an area where that 
kind of development is valuable; is relatively free from many of the risks 
of increased costs; is located in one of the richest industrial regions of 
the world; is operated in conjunction with utilities which have la 
tribution outlets: and has a guaranteed income until 1980, the guarantee 
operating so as to reimburse the company for operating costs, including 
depreciation, interest and sinking fund requirements, even in the event 
of a major disaster. Id : . leans eis = 

Though the cost to licensee of borrowed money is extremely high, judged 

by the interest rates now in effect and in effect for several years for 
utility securities, Commission must use proper current interest rates in de- 
termining a fair rate of return where management is laggard in taking 
advantage of the prevailing low money rates. Id - = 
Assuming a new capital structure of 50 percent bonds at cost of 3 percent 
and 50 percent of common and surplus, then a rate of return of 5 percent 
would produce a yield to common equity of 7 percent. Id 

10. RATE StRuCTURE 

Since the company has only one customer a two-part rate considered 
appropriate, with a fixed transportation charge. The first part of the rate 
will be a commodity charge, %4¢ more per M. c. f. than the price paid for 
gas purchased, to cover the cost of lost gas, and the second part a flat 
monthly transportation charge. In the Matter of Penn-York Natural Gas 
Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into Reasonabdle- 
ness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 
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RATES—Continued 
10. RATE StRucTuRE—Continued 
Terms of respondent's rate schedules found to be so indefinite and un- 
certain that it cannot be ascertained what the transportation rate for ship- 
ping gas to a specific customer with a known load factor will be other than 
it would be between maximum and minimum rates provided. Jn the Mat- 
ter of Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities 
Co., Defendant, Investigation on Complaint and Commission’s Own Motion 
of Rates Charged for the Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce___- 74 
See also DiSCRIMINATION. 
11. Test PeRrop. 

















For the purpose of testing proposed rates only, the Commission will adopt 
respondents’ Combined figures for original cost, depreciation and depletion, 
and working capital, after necessary adjustments of the rate base for the 
unused portion of manufactured gas plant, and for well construction ex- 
penditures previously charged to operating expenses. Cf. Hope Natural 
Gas case, 3 F. P. C. 150, 161. Accrued depreciation and depletion were 
similarly adjusted. Jn the Matters of Allegany Gas Company and. North 
Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Proceedings for the Purpose of Determine 
ing Whether Suspended Rates Are Just and Reasonable 


2. ULTIMATE 




















CONSUMERS, 








Rates reasonable which provide revenues slightly exceeding the cost of 

service allocated to the jurisdictional business and distribute equitably the 

cost of service among subject customers. ‘ In the Matters of Allegany Gas 

Company and North Penn Gas Company, Consolidated Proceedings for the 

Purpose of Determining Whether Suspended Rates Are Just and Reasonable 5 
Where rates of merged company will be subject to regulation, incompati- 

bility with public interest is not evidenced by the fact that no witness for 

applicants is willing to commit himself or the companies as to specific 

amounts which would be applied to future rate reductions. Jn the Matters 

of Northwestern Electric Company and Pacific Power & Light Company, 

Proceeding for Approval of Proposed Merger___----- a —— 
The interests of consumers, being related to the fina inci ial condition of 

the utility, may be adversely affected when revenues Collected from con- 

sumers are not sufficient to service outstanding securities and absorb the 

amortization charge. Jn the Matter of Oklahoma Gas and Electric Com- 

pany 5 


REPRODUCTION COST. 
e EVIDENCE; Rates, 8. RATE BASE, (c) Original Cost. 
SALE OF FACILITIES 
See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, SALE 
SECURITIES 


The Nebraska Power Company filed an application pursuant to section 
204 of the Federal Power Act to determine (1) whether the company was 
subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction by virtue of section 201 (f) of the 
Act and (2) if so, to obtain approval for the issuance of certain securities. 
The order for hearing also required applicant to show cause why certain 
agreements involved were not subject, as to the lease or disposition of facili- 
ties, and the sale, purchase, or interchange of electric energy, to the re- 
quirements of sections 203 and 205 of the Act and applicable Rules of Prac- 
tice and Regulations. Applicant contended it was (a) directly wholly 
owned by Omaha Electric Committee, Inc., quasi-public corporation al- 
leged to be an agency, authority, or instrumentality of the State of Ne- 
braska and (0) now indirectly wholly owned by Loup River Public Power 
District, a political subdivision of Nebraska. Application dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction.: In the Matter of Nebraska Power Company, Pro- 
ceeding on Application Pursuant to Section 204 of Federal Power Act for 
Authority to Issue Securities as a Public U tility__.- a ead a a lt acne all 9 

As proposed issues of securities are subject to the requirements of the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act, or of a rule, regulation or order there- 
under, they are, under section 318 of the Federal Power Act, exempt from 
the requirements of section 204 of the Federal Power Act, but the Com- 

























AND DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES. 
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SECURITIES—Continued 


mission has jurisdiction over the accounting treatment of call premium 
and expenses resulting from proposed redemption of outstanding preferred 
stock and issuance of new securities, inasmuch as the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission has prescribed no requirement with respect thereto, 
under the Publie Utility Holding Company Act. In the Matter of Okla- 
homa Gas and Electric Company__-- or 

The Commission’s Uniform System of Accounts provides that eall pre- 
miums paid upon the redemption of preferred stock must be charged to 
earned or capital surplus.. As applicant has no capital surplus, a deficit 
might be created, unless corrected by creation of capital surplus through 
reduction in common stock or contribution by common stockholder. Id 

There is no provision relating to the refunding of preferred stock which 
authorizes a different treatment than that set forth in the accounting rules, 
as there is in the case of refunding of bonds. Id ial 

Call premiums paid upon redemption of preferred’stock are in the nature 
of special distributions, similar to the payment of a special or extra divi- 
dend at the time redemption is made. Id___-- ‘ : 

Amounts paid to preferred stockholders over and above that whi c ‘h has 
been paid into the corporation for the stock are distributions of undis- 
tributed earnings or distributions of capital. Id----- widihiaphaeies 

Proper accounting practice requires that a call premium like a special 
distribution to a particular class of stockholder be charged to surplus at 
the time of Treteptiek:  1Gses i eerie ee 

The result of proposed amortization of call premium and e xpe nses over 
a nine-year period is an asset item which is neither a true asset nor a true 
deferred charge, but rather a mislabeled surplus debit. The capital of 
the company_is overstated so long as the item remains in the balance sheet. 
Such accounting practice artificially keeps the 7 percent preferred stock 
dividend rate in effect for a nine-year period after the stock has been re- 
deemed. Id__-- _ ea eeccancs oben = . po sere 

The interests of security holders as a whole may be adversely affected 
by the amortization of call premiums and expenses over a period of years 
if the earnings should decline to point where preferred dividends are not 
paid and preferred stockholders will be compelled to bear the cost of re- 
deeming old preferred stock. Id - ~« ~ - - - —— ee 

The interests of consumers, being related to the financial condition of 
the utility, may be adversely affected when revenues collected from con- 
sumers are not sufficient to service outstanding securities and absorb the 
amortization charge. Id ‘ cach beh ce cece a 

Amortization of call premiums over a period not to: exceed 5 years author- 
ized by Commission, with privilege to petitioner to accele rate the charge 
if desired. Id__- - enti saceal ‘dated 


SERVICE LIFE. 
See DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 5. SERVICE LIFE METHOD. 
SERVICE, RIGHT TO. 


Where city complains that contract between pipe line company and dis- 
tributing company unlawfully limits the quantity of gas to be supplied, 
that pipe line company refused to supply gas during off-peak periods for 
storage, and that pipe line company has unlawfully restricted the supply 
of gas in violation of the rights of consumers, and where pipe line company 
undertakes to sell gas to industrial company, the Commission orders an 
investigation as to whether the sales to industrial consumers will impair 
pipe line’s ability to serve previous customers and why pipe line should not 
apply for a certificate of public convenience and necessity. In the Matter 
of City of Detroit et al., Petitioners v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com- 
pany, et al 

The Commission finds that ‘the impairment of service by pipe line com- 
pany to the present consumers, caused by the additional load to an indus- 
trial consumer, would lower standards of service beyond minimum which 
such customers might reasonably demand, and would create condition which 
such consumers are not adequately prepared to meet through use of 
stand-by fuel or otherwise, and that the service proposed would unques- 
tionably impair the ability of pipe line to provide adequate and reasonable 
natural gas service to consumers now entitled to such service. Id 
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SERVICE, RIGHT TO—Continued 


Although the Commission is without jurisdiction over a direct sale as 
such of natural gas to an industrial consumer, the Act does confer juris- 
diction over a natural-gas company within the meaning of the Act, and 
over facilities used by such company in interstate transportation or sale 
of natural gas for resale, especially to the extent necessary to enable 
the Commission to protect the adequacy of the company’s service to its 
customers, Id . 

It is for the Commission to determine whether it is contri ary to public 
interest to permit a company subject to its jurisdiction to operate its 
system for the purposes proposed. Id__- 

Where a company has not the capacity to sell a large qui intity of gas to 
a new customer without impairing its ability to render satisfactory service 
to existing customers, it is the duty of the Commission in protecting the 
interest of the public to prevent such company from using facilities subject 
to its jurisdiction for such purpose. Id - aac 

The public is entitled to the same efficient and economical manage- 
ment—including financial management—from public utilities, which 
render essential public services, as obtains in competitive fields, including 
the refunding of preferred stock to take advantage of cheaper money. 
In the Matter of Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company 
SINKING FUND. 
See DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 5. SERVICE Lire METHOp. 
TAXES. 

ee RATES, 6. 
TRANSFER OF 
Ne e 










OPERATING Costs, (g) Tages. 
FACILITIES. 

CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, SALE OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES. 
TRANSPORTATION, COST OF. 











The cost of service to the customer company defined as commodity and 
transportation costs, including a fair return. In the Matter of Penn-York 
Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into 
Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company seataihii ale 
The principal components in the determination of cost of tr: insport: ation 
include operating expenses, allowance for depreciation and taxes. In the 
determination of cost of transportation attributable to operating expenses, 
the Commission took the company’s figures for maintenance rather than 
the staff's recommendation, as future maintenance would be substantially 
greater than that experienced in the past since certain maintenance had 
been deferred and normal maintenance would increase by reason of the 
age of pipeline. Id ; 
The cost of service adopted as reasonable and appropriate consisted of 
(1) operating expenses, including transmission expense, purchased gas 
expense, and administrative and general expenses; (2) allowance for 
depreciation; (3) taxes; (4) allowance for return at 6 percent on rate 
base; and (5) cost of purchased gas. Id 


See RAtTEs, 6. OPERATING Costs, (h) Transportation. 
ULTIMATE CONSUMERS. 
See Rates, 12. 
WATERS 

See LICENSE, 2. NAVIGABLE WATERS 
WORKING CAPITAL. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 8. WorKING CAPITaL: RATES, 8. 
Rate BASE. 








ULTIMATE CONSUMERS. 
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SERVICE, RIGHT TO—Continued Page 


Although the Commission is without jurisdiction over a direct sale as 

such of natural gas to an industrial consumer, the Act does confer juris- 

diction over a natural-gas company within the meaning of the Act, and 

over facilities used by such company in interstate transportation or sale 

of natural gas for resale, especially to the extent necessary to enable 

the Commission to protect the adequacy of the ee service to its 

customers. Id__-- G 50 
It is for the Commission to determine whether it is contrary to publie 

interest to permit a company subject to its jurisdiction to operate its 

system for the purposes proposed. Id__-__- 50 
Where a company has not the capacity to sell a large qui intity of gas to 

a new customer without impairing its ability to render satisfactory service 

to existing customers, it is the duty of the Commission in protecting the 

interest of the public to prevent such company from using facilities subject 

to its jurisdiction for such purpose. Id = sae 50 
The public is entitled to the same efficient and ec onomical manage- 

ment—including financial management—from public utilities, which 

render essential public services, as obtains in competitive fields, including 

the refunding of preferred stock to take advantage of cheaper money. 

In the Matter of Oklahoma Gas and Electric Company 58 


SINKING FUND. 
























See DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 5 
TAXES. 
See 


SERVICE Lire METHOD. 









RartTEs, 6. 
TRANSFER OF 


OPERATING Costs, (g) Tages. 
FACILITIES 

See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, SALE OR DISPOSITION OF FACILITIES. 
TRANSPORTATION, COST OF. 


The cost of service to the customer company defined as commodity and 

transportation costs, including a fair return. In the Matter of Penn-York 

Natural Gas Corporation, Investigation Upon Order of Commission Into 

Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company -_-__----_-__-- a 36 
The principal components in the determination of cost of tri insportation 

include operating expenses, allowance for depreciation and taxes. In the 

determination of cost of transportation attributable to operating expenses, 

the Commission took the company’s figures for maintenance rather than 

the staff's recommendation, as future maintenance would be substantially 

greater than that experienced in the past since certain maintenance had 

been deferred and normal maintenance would increase by reason of the 

age of pipeline. Id : 37 
The cost of service adopted as reasonable and appropriate consisted of 

(1) operating expenses, including transmission expense, purchased gas 

expense, and administrative and general expenses; (2) allowance for 

depreciation; (3) taxes; (4) allowance for return at 6 percent on rate 

base; and (5) cost of purchased gas. Id moans 39 










































e RATEs, 6. OPERATING Costs, (h) Transportation. 
ULTIMATE CONSUMERS 
See Rates, 12. 
WATERS 

See LICENSE, 2. NAVIGABLE WATERS 
WORKING CAPITAL. 


See AcCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 8. Working CapiraL: RATES, 8. 
Rate BASE. 
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ABANDONMENT—Section 7 (b) (N. G. A.). 






Page 
1. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) Denied. 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corporation, docket No. G-644___.__._ 618 





Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket Nos. G—540, G-541__-__-__ 606 
2. AUTHORIZATION OF. 
















Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G-697_-_-----_~- 581 
Carnegie Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—733_-.--------. 723 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G-720 oa ical 668 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—756 nme: aan 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—S00 uebbiipbacee 943 
The Manufacturers Light and Heat Company and Natural Gas 
Company of West Virginia, docket No. G-773 Be > 908 
New Penn Development Corporation, docket No. G-794___--_._. 914 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, et al., docket Nos. G—450, 
G—463, G—666 iad a = ; . ta Sa 895 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—746 sistas 754 
ACCOUNTS. 
1, DISMISSAL OF PETITION. 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-—689_- dana és 835 
2. EXTRAORDINARY LOSSES. 
California-Pacifie Utilities Company, docket No. IT-—6006______ 884 





3. GROUPING OF FACILITIES. 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-444 coo 742 






4, RECLASSIFICATION OF. 
(a) Electric. 















California Electric Power Company, docket No. IT-5S86_----. 855 
Carolina Power & Light Company, docket No. IT-5701 csi 541 
Central Illinois Public Service Company, docket No. IT-5772__.—- 671 
Duquesne Light Company, January 4, 1946__- a ; 32s 
Duquesne Light Company, February 5, 1946 , idbeidéubiabanins » an 
Hartford Electric Light Company, April 2, 1946 a ad : 440 
Interstate Power Company, April 2, 1946__ : ‘ mesh 139 
Jersey Central Power and Light Co., April 17, 1946 ‘s 155 
Kansas Gas and Electric Company, September 13, 1946_--__--_- 762 
Kentucky Utilities Company, docket No. IT-5565 ee 
Kentucky West Virginia Gas Company, May 3, 1946 eae. ae 
Lawrence Gas and Electric Company, August 15, 1946_-____-__ 715 





Metropolitan Edison Company, docket No. IT-5629__------~_-_ 325 
Michigan Gas and Electric Company, March 1, 1946 





209 
ove 






Minnesota Power and Light Company, docket No. IT-5769____--_ 760 
Missouri Power and Light Company, docket No. IT-5942______- 533 
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ACCOUNTS—Continued 
4, RECLASSIFICATION oF—Continued 


(b 


(e 


) 


Hlectric—Continued 
Mountain States Power Company, April 23, 1946 
Northern Pennsylvania Power Company, February 5, 1946 
Northwestern Public Service Company, April 25, 1946 
Ohio Edison Company, June 25, 1946 cicecnaa 
Old Dominion Power Company, docket No, IT-—5944- 
Otter Tail Power Company, March 22, 1946 
Pennsylvania Edison Company, March 1, 1946_ 
Philadelphia Electric Company, docket No, IT—5898 
South Beloit Water, Gas and Electric Company, December 14, 
et ccichaa aan piece eee ‘ai 
Southern Pennsylvania Power Company, October 16, 1946 
Southwestern Public Service Company, October 1, 1946 
Tide Water Power Company, docket No. I'T-5922 js 
Utah Power and Light Company, docket No. IT-5839 
The Washington Water Power Company, October 29, 1946 


Western Colorado Power Company, docket No. IT-5879 
Wisconsin Electric Power Company, May 17, 1946 

Gas. 

Canadian River Gas Company, February 15, 1946 
Canadian River Gas Company, August 27, 1946 
Iowa-Illinois Gas and Electric Company, December 31, 1946 
The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, June 21, 1946 

Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-479 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—689 
Order Directing Submission of Studies. 

The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No, G—-115 


ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
1, DETERMINATION OF. 


California Electric Power Company, project No. 1388___ 
California Electric Power Company, project No. 1389__ 
California Electric Power Company, project No. 1390 

California Electric Power Company, project No. 1394 

City of Kaukauna, project No. 1510__- eee Oe 
City of Seattle, Washington, project No. 553 
North Counties Hydro-Electric Company, project No. 287 


North Counties Hydro-Electric Company, project No, 287 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. T7_- 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 184 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 137 ‘is 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 175__- 
Pacific Power & Light Company, project No. 1447___-~- i 
Southern California Edison Co., Ltd., project No. 372_- 
7¢ 


Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—479_ 


ALLOCATION OF GAS. 





City of Detroit, Michigan et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company et al., docket Nos. G—200, G-207 : 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-S24_- 


Page 


471 
358 
484 
604 
S44 
410 
393 
334 


994 
853 
815 
800 
673 
SS7 
674 


521 


983 


956 











INDEX TO ORDERS 


ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (e) (F. P. A.). 
ADJUSTMENT. 


a 


~1 


Idaho Power Company, project No. 503 ee en 
Idaho Power Company, project No. 503__-__-------_- aad 
Minnesota Power and Light Company, project No. 346- eis 


APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM. 


(a) 


(b) 


Denied. 
Greenwood County, project No. 1267_ hice cate aii 
Greenwood County, project No. 1267__- = pa stat 


Greenwood County, project No. 1267_____-_-------------- a 


Granted. 
City of Philipsburg, Montana, project No. 1269___-.____--___- 


. APPORTION MENT. 


7 &¢ 


Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., docket No. IT-5972_ 


DETERMINATION. 


Arkansas Valley Electric Cooperative Corporation, project 
No. 1636 


. PARTIAL EXEMPTION FROM. 


(a) Granted. 
City of Ketchikan, Alaska, project No. 420 sat . = 
City of Pasadena, California, project No. 1250 sits csi 
City of Seattle, project No. 553_._._.-------___- nsidceaabinee 
Red Bluff Water Power Control District, project No. 1280___- 
PENALTY. 


Valdez Water, Power and Light Company, project No. 1101 : 


. WAIVER OF PENALTIES. 


City of Ketchikan, Alaska, project No. 420 ee 
Greenwood County, project No. 1267 sete 

Greenwood County, project No. 1267 hoa ee 
Greenwood County, project No. 1267 : ; a 
Red Bluff Water Power Control District, project No. 1280_____ 
Town of Petersburg, Alaska, project No. 201 ia 


BANK LOAN. 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Section 


1. 





Florida Power Corporation, docket No. IT—5993 


+ (RoG@ A) 
APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 


(a) 


(b) 


(d) 


Dismissed. 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corporation, docket No. G-488 

Godfrey L. Cabot, Inc., docket No. G—548 satay 

Kansas Consolidated Gas Corp., docket No. G—537 

Kentucky Tennessee Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—409_ 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-693___-_- 

Filing Required. 

Kansas Natural Gas, Inc., docket No. G-494 = 

More Definite and Certain. 

Virginia Gas Transmission Corporation, docket No. G—726 

Withdrawal of Application. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America and Texoma Natural 
Gas Company, docket No. G-—23 aes 


Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G—6576__ 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-708 
York County Gas Company, docket No. G-526- 


17—vol. 5 71 
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Page 


493 
589 


27 


479 
480 
481 


424 


648 


973 


530 
479 
478 
482 


547 


530 
479 
480 
481 
482 
526 


595 


894 
354 
835 
761 
406 


418 


D75 


454 
405 


567 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Section 
7 (N. G. A.) —Continued 
2. CERTIFICATE CANCELLED. 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corporation, docket No. G-438--__-- 
Godfrey L. Cabnt, Inc., docket No. G-548_--------.--_-.---- 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 
(a) “Grandfather.” 
The Tri-County Gas Company (of Kansas), docket No. G-325_. 414 
(b) Nongrandfather. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G-419___--_- 578 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. 580 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G—697- 581 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G—745_-_- 734 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G—766__- ‘ 813 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G—764--__- 873 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G-768_. —- ; 876 
Canadian River Gas Company, docket No. G-589__-___--~-- 826 
Canadian River Gas Company, docket No. G-646 ‘ §28 
Canadian River Gas Company, docket No. G-742 832 
Central Kentucky Natural Gas Company and Cincinnati Gas 
Transportation Company, docket No. G-710__-----~---- . “T8il 
Cincinnati Gas Transportation Company, docket No. G-698__._._ 644 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G-711 : . 571 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G-720_--__~_- boas 668 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—756 820 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G-—778_~-- 890 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, docket No. G-674--_-_ 830 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, docket No. G-781 980 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corporation, docket No. G-644___-___ 618 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corporation, docket No. G—769 cass | 
Dempseytown Gas Company, docket No. G—670____-~- 452 
The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. G—695 ‘i 639 
El Paso Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—650 ; 622 
Home Gas Company, docket No. G-519 = ; 445 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—507 i 445 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—507_ . 449 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—696_ 7 641 
Ilope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-779 Siiacaaananla 
Interstate Natural Gas Company, Inc., docket Nos. G-—671, 
G-682 iN ga a a ns a ar eee 
Iroquois Gas Corporation and United Natural Gas Company, 
ee a IR ets Ss Go ecards Hoos atecaetesanbecenuie 
Kansas-Colorado Utilities, Inc., docket No. G—691 aeimccmctanes 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., docket No. G-421_ 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., docket No. G—464_ 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., docket No. G-683_ 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Ine., docket No. G-721_ 
Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—659 
Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—692 
Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—634- 
Lone Star Gas Company, docket No. G—760 


852 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Section Page 
7 (N. G. A.)—Continued 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 
(b) Nongrandfather—Continued 
Lone Star Gas Company, docket No. G-761 
Manufacturers Gas Company, docket No. G-510 
The Manufacturers Light and Heat Company, docket No. G-510_ 
The Manufacturers Light and Heat Company, docket No. G—-737_ 
The Manufacturers Light and Heat Company, and Natural Gas 
Company of West Virginia, docket No. G-773__------------- 
Michigan Gas Storage Company, docket No. G-731 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—669_-- 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—669_-_- 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-669_-_- 
Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G-583 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket Nos. G-—540, G-541 


Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. G-G47 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G-717_- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G—735__- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G-762__ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G—782__ 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G—-790_- 
New York State Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-508 

New York State Natural Gas Corporation, docket Nos. G—715, 


is istiscinnscinisinesieacinibalionishigen sbiptnlemteiitalitasts 


New York State Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—-770__- 


North Central Gas Company, docket No. G-—739__---__---____ 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G—667, G—668, 
G-672, 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G—667, G-—668, 
GnGae, “Gre, Gey iketitkcate nance 

Northern 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—753_..------___ 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-754 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—767 

Northern Utilities Company, ducket No. G-7 

The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, docket No. G—-707 

The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, docket No. G—775__...-______ — 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-619 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-706 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—706 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-743 

Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—734 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-748 

Southern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G-722, G—730____ 

Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-652___ 

Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-678__ 

Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket Nos. G—610, 


Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-824__ 
728731—47—-vol. 5-72 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Section 
7 (N. G. A.)—Continued 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 
(b) Nongrandfather—Continued 
Trenton Rock Oil and Gas Corporation, docket No. G-749 
United Fuel Gas Company, docket No. G-516 
United Fuel Gas Company, et al., docket No. G-518 
United Fuel Gas Company, docket No. G-736 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-719 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-723 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—724__----_-____ 
Virginia Gas Transmission Corporation, docket No. G-726 
Washington Gas Light Company, docket No. G-727_-_-_-____ 
West Texas Gas Company, docket No. G—690 
West Texas Gas Company, docket No. G-636 
West Texas Gas Company, docket No. G—-728_--_____-________ 
4, CERTIFICATE MopIFIED. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket No. G-766 
Hope Natural Gas Company, et al., docket Nos. G-507, G-508, 
aces ee Rs ink k oc in arml ces anemnimaiceeamdaatisas 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-511 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-669____- 
The Ohio Fuel Gas Campany, docket No. G—T07 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G-722, G-730_.-_. 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE—Section 203 (F. P. A.) 
1. APPLICATION. 
(a) Dismissed. 
Southwestern Public Service Company, docket No. IT-6009____ 
2. SECURITIES. 
(a) Merger and Acquisition of. 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company, docket No. IT-5981 
3. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 
California-Pacifie Utilities Company, docket Nos. IT-5974, 
IT-—5975 
Eastern Oregon Light and Power Company, docket Nos. IT-5974, 
IT-5975 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company, docket No. IT-5981 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company, docket No. IT-6011 
Northern States Power Company and Neshonoc Light and Power 
Company, docket No. IT-6019 
Northern Virginia Power Company, docket No. IT-5978__--.. 
Pennsylvania Electric Company, docket No. 1T-5977 
Southwestern Public Service Company, docket No. IT-5994__- 
4. WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 


EASEMENT. 
City of Kaukauna, project No. 1510 
Union Electric Company of Missouri, project No. 459_-.--.--_- 
ELECTRIC CONSTRUCTION. 
Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, project 
No. 1417 
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EMERGENCY. 
1. INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
(a) Determination and Order for—Section 202 (d) (F. P. A.) 
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Company, docket No. 
IT-5984__ aida 5 ace ‘ : . ae 
The Connecticut Light and Power Company, docket No. 
IT-5793 ree es anabetitibiaisaes 
Recommendation, docket No. I'T—5990 
Recommendation, docket No. I'T-—5990 
Recommendation, docket No. IT-6016 
EXPORTATION. 
1, ELEctTric ENERGY. 
(a) Authorization Amended or Modified. 
Arizona Edison Company, Inc., docket No. IT—5331_-_ ‘ssa ienaitecah 
Compania Electrica Matamoros, 8S. A., and Central Power and 


Light Company, docket No. IT-5656__ snide el 
El Paso Electric Company, docket No. IT-5762_.__.._-_____-- 
Puget Sound Power and Light Company, docket No, IT-5893_ 
(b) Authorization Granted. 
Central Power and Light Company and Comision Nacional de 
Irrigacion, docket No. IT-5983_-_- scat’ 2 
Fraser Paper, Limited, docket No. IT-5952_.__..-___-- 
Jose Barrera Gonzalez and Central Power and Light Company, 
docket No. TT-5961 — eerererer aren qranseaserenenensnanaees 
(c) Authorization Terminated. 
Buffalo Niagara Electric Corporation, docket No. IT-5637_-_ 
2. NATURAL GAS yn 3 (N. G. A.). 
(a) Authorization Amended or Modified. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-—102 
(b) Authorization Granted. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. 
3. NECESSITY FOR AUTHORIZATION. 
Maine Public Service Company, docket No. IT-6020__--______ 
EXTENSION OF TIME. 
A. Wardman, project No. 669_----____-- 
Emma Rose and Hobart Estate Company, 
FLOW OF RIVER. 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 
INTERCONNECTION. 
1. FACILITIES. 
(a) Approval. 
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Company, docket No. 


IT-5984 sapbeisciedeladahdaiaralien inal aia 


project No. 95 


The Connecticut Light and Power Company, docket No. IT-5793 


Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-6011__ iuebiieadi 
Northern States Power Company and Neshonoe Light and Power 
Company, docket No. IT-6019........-_....-.... aiveraemaatel 


Petition Dismissed, 
Frank M. Pierson Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—-155__ 
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(c) 


INTERCONNECTION—Continued 
1, Faciu 
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ITIES—Continued 

Recommendation for Coordination. 
Recommendation, docket No. IT-5990__-_--_- 
Recommendation, docket No. I't-5990 


Recommendation, docket No, IT-6016__...------- 
INTERVENTION. 
See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 15. INTERVENTION. 
JURISDICTION. 
1, LICENSE. 


The Western Colorado Power Company, project No. 


2. NaTuRAL GAs CoMPANY. 


The Peoples Natural Gas Company, docket No, G-159 


LIABILITY, ASSUMPTION OF. 


M 
LICENSE. 


ontana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-6011 


1. AMENDMENTS. 





Alabama Power Company, project No, 82___---__-_- 
"7 
271 


Arkansas Power and Light Company, project No, 


Fe cctecebinis 


Bradley Mining Co., project Nos. 1052, 1176, 1857__.--___.-_____ 


California Electric Power Company, project No. 325 


The Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigat 
project No. 1417 


Charlies Pond, project No. 1418...................... 


ion District, 


Chichagoff Mining Company, project No. 951_-.-.-_.--._______ 


City of Ephraim, Utah, project Nos. 1212, 1735 
City of Kaukauna, project No. 1510__--__---_-____ 
City of Seattle, Washington, project No. 553 
City of Seattle, Washington, project No. 553__ 


Grand River Dam Authority, project No. 1494 
Idaho Power Company, project No. 466 
Idaho Power Company, project No. 503 
Idaho Power Company, project No. 503_--_--~- 
Jardine Mining Company, project No, 1878__-----_ 
Kanawha Valley Power Company, project No, 129 
Kentucky Utilities Company, project No. 539__-_ 
Minnesota Power and Light Company, project No. 
Minnesota Power and Light Company, project No. ¢ 
The Montana Power Company, project No. 5_----- 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 338__-__- 
The Niagara Falls Power Company, project No. 16 


The Niagara Falls Power Company, project No. 16 
Old Shenandoah Mining Company and Highland Mary Mines, 


Inec., project No. 1901_- 


Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project Nos. 137 


Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 137 


— ee ow eee 


So iiscstntaiciniiite 
ee icsinsciitbacaniiam 


and 


FOF 


Puget Sound Power and Light Company, project No. 943___._ 


Puget Sound Power and Light Company, project No. 943 
South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No. 199_..-_- 





Jed ee 





503 
593 
923 


464 


761 


920 


527 
513 
614 
422 


442 
916 
748 
772 
435 
357 
494 
443 
361 
976 
770 
493 
589 
444 
565 
656 
527 
531 
709 
486 
467 
525 


645 


1003 


879 
464 


613 
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Continued 


1, AMENDMENTS—Continued 


Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No, 120--. 
Town of Petersburg, Alaska, project No. 201 
Utah Power and Light Company, project No. 696_- 
Utah Power and Light Company, project No. 713_--- 
Utah Power and Light Company, project No. 765 
Utah Power and Light Company, project No. 765 
Utah Power and Light Company, project No. 765 


The Washington Water Power Company, project No. 637 


Western Massachusetts Electric Company, project No. 1889_-_- 


2. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 


(a) 


(b) 


Dismissed. 

City of Lockport, New York, project No. 1217 _-- 
City of Spooner, Wisconsin, project No. 1915 
City of Tacoma, Washington, project No. 969___--- - 
Lyles Ford Tri-County Power Authority, project No. 1589 
Minnesota Power and Light Company, project No. 469 


Orangeburg-Aiken Hydro-Electric Commission, project No. 1599_ 
William Bayly, Jr., project No. 1876_-- 
The Western Colorado Power Company, project No. 734 
Withdrawn. 

Bradley Mining Co., project Nos. 1052, 1176, 1857 


Roy and Jack Hays, docket No. D1 72 


(a. _ 


38. EXTENDING TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION. 


A. Wardma l, project No. 669 
Charles Pond, project No. 1413 


Emma Rose and Hobart Estate Company, project No. 95 


4. JURISDICTION. 


The Western Colorado Power Con puny, project No. 734 


5. Masgor, AUTHORIZED. 


Alaska Metals and Power Co., project No. 1905 
The California Oregon Power Company, project No. 1927... 
Hall-Interstate Mining Company, project No. 568 


Philadelphia Hydro-Electric Company et al., project Nos. 1914, 

1920 Te a Raa ae 
Public Service Company of New Hampshire, project No. 1913_- 
Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No. 1930___ 
Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No. 1932_- 
Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No. 1933_. 
Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No. 1934_- 
Timaeus, B., project No. 1929_- 


Utah Light and Traction Company and Utah Power and Light 
Company, project No. 1744 

Wisconsin Publie Service Corporation, project No. 1940 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Company, project No. 1759 


6. Mrnor, AUTHORIZED. 





Ausfahl, Fred K., et al., project No. 1926 
Boogard, Andrew, project No. 1910_.........__--....______.. 
City of Ephraim, Utah, project Nos. 1212, 1735 
Cook, Roscoe D., et al., project No. 735 
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724 
cor 


725 
701 
441 
441 

442 
526 
771 
423 
541 


467 
524 
789 
688 
531 
879 
52% 


464 


614 
905 


992 
916 
342 


464 


1009 
658 
364 


790 
879 
689 
692 
695 
698 
717 
865 
548 
590 


75 


B38 


LICENSE—Continued 
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5. Mayor AuTHor1zep—Continued 
Covington Lumber Company, project No. 1935 
Dailey, Hermis W., project No. 1006... .nncncccncncncene 
ee ae ee nen ea en 
The Hook-Aston Milling Company, et al., project No. 1080 
Kalbaugh, Clayton L., project No, 1941 
Leoni, N. M., project No. 1275 
ee, Cees, OG: Bry iar teaeniacad earache ence cintaiadaateieinenioh 
Neil, Clarence P., et al., project No, 1948__- 
New England Fish Company, project No. 1931 
Peyree, Bert W., project No. 1283 
Rechsteiner Milling Company, project No, 1087--~- 
Richel, Mrs. Marion I., project No. 787_---- 
Sawyer, Ernest W., project No. 1938 
Simmons, H. A., project No. 1245 
Trego, Ernest E., project No. 1945_-____- 
Turpin, E. M., project No. 1947_-_- iasap phased plana iain 
Williams, Luke William, project No. 1928 
7. NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
Oconto Electric Cooperative, docket No, DI-165 
8. NECESSITY FOR. 
The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-5840__--__----_- 
St. Anthony Falls Water Power Co., et al., docket No, IT-6017 
St. Anthony Falls Water Power Co., et al., docket No. IT-6018 
9. SURRENDER. 


seattiger, Jake Francis, project No. 1484_- 


Far North Packing Company, project No. 1577_- 
Grimes Pass Power Company, project No, 1122 : = 
Highland Utilities Corporation and Empire Electric Association, 
Inc., project No. 1024---. 


Idaho Power Company, project No. 940 
Lane, Wirt, project No. 947 5 
Liberty Metals Company, project No, 1575_- 


The Montana Power Company, project No. 1111--------______ 
Niemi, Isaac, project No. 1425__ srt ees ssl 
Southern California Edison Company, Ltd., project No, 1272__- 
ok ee ee eT 
The Washington Water Power Company, project No, 543___--- 


10. TRANSFER. 
(a) Order Approving. 

Billings, Paul W., project Nos, 1289, 1751 

Serene, Teverer BE. WECIOCE TNO. GOs iiciscecsccctscstomariinniane 
3ranson, John T., project No. 605 , 
California-Pacific Utilities Company, project Nos. 820, 965_- 
Devitt, R. W., project No. T38_- cdeipacan ‘ 
Eastern Oregon Light and Power Company, project Nos. 820, 


965 


Farrington, Rose, project No. 1186_- 
wurviatin, “WEE. SEOs NO. Ta ciircccccincciomnsmunnans 
a. 0. SOCE FOO. Bein dtticctenciaieminnern 








487 
652 


786 


roe 
532 


500 
651 
469 
727 
S6S 
687 
496 
657 
496 
468 
502 
646 
674 


489 


959 
924 


925 
775 
678 
466 


860 
655 
1008 
471 
466 
737 
1008 
992 


576 


667 
654 
654 
608 


on 
od 


608 
409 
409 
391 
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LICENSE—Continued 
10. TRaANsreR—Continued 
(a) Order Approving—Continued 
Harris, W. H., project No. 605 = deistib ainda naan 
Hobart Estate Company, project No. 95 


I 







The Hook-Aston Milling Company, project No. 1080 






Idaho Power Company, project Nos. 820, 965 - a 
Imperial Irrigation District, project No. 325_..---_~ ; a 
James, Fred, project No. 738 jedi scheaniinnasitdatielianl 
Jorget sen, Haven W.., project No. 1650 = ali 





Kerr, Henry L., project Nos, 1289, 1751 








Morgan County Farm Bureau Cooperative Association, project 
No. 738 at si wisi 

Parks, James W., project No. 1429_- 

Port Walter H 

Porto Rico Railway, Light and Power Company, project No. 663_ 








ng and Packing Comnany, Ine 








Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority, project No. 663_- 
Richards, H. M., project No. 1129 
Rocca, Curtis M., project No. 1650 
Rose, Emma, project No, 95_- hit aecniatinectiil 
Siverly, George, project No. 1129 
Vandelaar, Dorothy, project No. 1758_- 
Vandelaar, Jack, project No. 1758 . 
Wards Cove Packing Company, project No. 1222 
Wards Cove Packing Company, Inc., project No, 1222 
Wilking, George H., project No. 1080 
Orde 



































Highla es ! 
Ine., project No, 1024 
11, TRANSMISSION LINE, AUTHORIZED. 

Nantahala Power and Light Company, project No. 1845 

MERGER. 

See CONSOLIDATION. MERGER AND SALE—Section 205 (F. P. A.) 

NAVIGABLE WATERS. 

See LIceENSsF, 1. NAVIGABLE WATERS 

OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS. 

Armstrong, George R., docket No. ID-1032 
Blake, J. Frank, Jr., docket No, ID-1074 
Casey, William E., docket No, ID-1005__~- 
Clarke, T. Dexter, docket No. ID-1070 
Claytor, Graham, docket No. ID-316___- 
Dockendorf, John, docket No. ID-—1025__- 
Hall, Isaac S., docket No. ID-794_- 
Haydon, Harold G., docket No. ID-408_...--......-.__....... 
Leighton, Jason C., docket No. ID-727- alae cal aia he 
Morehouse, Edward W., docket No. ID-1049_______ 
Sawyer, H. M., docket No. ID-—588____ 
Seybold, Lawrence F., docket No. ID-926 
Sporn, Philip, docket No. ID-1040__- 
Tinkham, M. A., docket No. 1075_______- 

Van de Voort, J. P., docket No, ID-1050- 


Ass 


ociation, 































654 
1002 
465 
608 


864 
859 


917 
667 
359 
689 
337 
614 
614 
655 
917 
1002 
655 
391 
891 
749 


7A 


465 





360 


918 


894 
802 
893 
801 
846 
941 
1019 
999 
940 
870 
847 
948 
849 
742 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
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1, APPEAL, 
The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-—5840___._-_-____--_ 
2. BrieF, LEAVE To FIle. 
Pacific Power and Light Company and Northwestern Electric 
Company, docket Nos. IT-5998, IT-6000______- 
3. COMPLIANCE. 
City of Cleveland, Ohio v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
Us MU ileum achat ae nae rele acces cabaret 
City of Euclid, Ohio v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. 
G-399 sess a ‘ saci cise hte 
City of Lakewood, Ohio v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
ey ee ee nape dbacigiiilaas 
The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. G-115- 
4, CONTINUANCE. 
Hope Natural Gas Company, et al., docket Nos. G-507, G-508, 
G-510, G-516, G-519, G—-702_- 
5. CoOPERATIVE PROCEDURE. 
Northwestern Electric Company and Pacifie Power and Light 
Company, docket Nos. IT-5998, IT-6000 
6. DATA AND INFORMATION, 
First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, project No. 1853_- 
DECLARATION OF INTENTION. 
Hays, Roy and Jack, docket No. DI-172 
8. DESTRUCTION oF RECORDS. 


Pennsylvania Electric Company, December 10, 1946 
9. DISMISSAL OF PROCEEDINGS. 
City of Cleveland v. South Penn Natural Gas Company, docket 
a A ak cetatccotiioeisete: i chi a anita capes 
City of Euclid et al. ~. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket Nos. 
G-115, G-399, G-—400, G—491 


The Peoples Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-159 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-595_-------------.- 
South Penn Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—186_-------. 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-708__-----.--.. 
10. Exursir. 
The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-5840 
11. EXTENSION oF TIME. 
Huntington Development & Gas Company, June 13, 1946 
The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-5840 
12. FINDINGS. 
Nebraska Power Company, I'T-5954 
13. HEARING. 
(a) Application for. 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 77 
(b) Order Closing. 
Metropolitan Edison Company, project No. 1888 
(c) Exclusion of Certain Matters. 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-669_-_- 
(d) Order Fizing. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket Nos. G-419, G-—642, 
G-697 





960 


856 


371 
761 
679 
900 


752 


563 
945 


408 


424 


452 


INDEX TO ORDERS 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
13. Heartnc—Continued 
(dad) Order Firing—Continued 

Canadian River Gas Company, docket Nos. G-589, G-646, G-742_ 

Chicago District Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—-772 

Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—729 

Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G-757__~- 

City of Cleveland v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. 
ices : esteidiatidl ; 

City of Detroit, et al., v. Panhs indle Ea astern Pipe Line Comps ny, 
et al., docket No. G 200. . Ainge 

City of Detroit, et al. v. Panhandle Eas istern Pipe Line Company, 
et al.. docket No. G-601 : ition 

City of Euclid v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. G-399_ 

City of Lakewood v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. 
G—401 __- ae ih 

Colorado Interstate Gas Company, docket No. G-674__-----~-- 

Yhe East Ohio Gas Company, docket No, G-115___-------_--_-. 

The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. G-695___-~~_- 

El Paso Natural Gas Company, et al., docket No. G-655 

Empire Gas & Fuel Ltd., docket No. G—450 

Home Gas Company, docket No. G-519__------~- 

Hope Natural Gas Company, et al., docket Nos. G-507, G-508, 
G-510, G—516, G—7T02 

Hope Natural Gas Company, docket 

Hope Natural Gas Company, docket 

Hope Natural Gas Company, docket 

Iroquois Gas Corporation, docket No e119 

The Kansas Power and Light Company, et , docket No. G- -T41_ 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, docket a G-634, G-692__- 

The Manufacturers Light and Heat Company, et al., docket No. 
G—510 ; 

Michigan Consolidated Gas Company v. ?P anhandle Eastern Pp ipe 
Line Company and Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation, 
docket No. G-210 sat 

Michigan Gas Storage Company, . docket DOG SC nineties 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—669_-__. 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company, docket No. G-699__. 

Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G-713 

Natural Gas Pipeline Company, et al, docket No. G-771, G—772_ 

New York State Natural Gas Corporation, docket Nos. G—715, 


G—725 .....-. 


New York State Natur: 7 Gas Corporation, doc ket No. G—508___ 

Northern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G-—667, G—668, 
G-672, G-673, G-679, G—6S86 cine sibeenenail 

Northern Natural Gas Company, doc ket Nos. G-747, G—763, 
G—765 _- wines dilnniadiaiati 

Northwestern Ele: ‘tric Company and Pacific Power and Light 
Company, docket Nos. IT-5998, I'T-6000__ eins aicmila 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket Nos. G—684, 
G-755 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—693__--- 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
13. Heartnc—Continued 
(d) Order Fixing—Continued 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. 706 wands 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, et al., docket No. G-207_ 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company and Michigan Consoli- 
dated Gas Company, docket No. G-6S88 

Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G 

Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—-666 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—748___-----_---- — 

South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No, 199 = 

Southern Counties Gas Company of California, docket No. 
G-675 _ ss cunmnaae 

Southern Natur% T Gas Company, docket Nos. G—722, G—730___-- 

Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket Nos. G—610, 
G-701 - nannainl eins a sinentniniiesteinapnecdahipiiaaa 

Texoma N: itural Gas Company, oc ke t No. G-771 

United Fuel Gas Company, docket No. G-516___--- 

United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket Nos. G—719, G—723, 
TI es icictccienninccian ait . ica coumeciieie . 

United Natural Gas Company, a ket t No. G-703 

United Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-718_- 

Postponed, 


City of Detroit, et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, 
et al., docket No. G- osm 


South Carolina Public Service Aut hority, project No. 199___.. 


14. INTERVENTION. 

3ellows Falls Hydro-Electric Corporation, project No. 1892__-_- 

Central New York Power Corporation, docket No. G 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al., docket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-757, G-7T47, G-763, G-765__- 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al., docket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-T57, G-7T47, G-7638, G-765_- caida 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al., ox ket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-757, G-T47, G—768, Wc 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al., docket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-757, G-747, G-763, G-765__- wicishanain 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al, doc ket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-757, G-747, G-763, G-765__--_-_- ais ataciae 

Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company et al., “doc ket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-757, G-747, G-763, G-765__-- 

Mid-Continent Gas ‘Transmission Company et al., docket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G—757, G-747, G-763, G-765 

Mid-Continent Gas wenadiaion Company et al., docket Nos. 
G-699, G-729, G-7T57, G-747, G-763, G-765 s 

Pacific Power & Light Company and Northwestern Electric 
Company, docket Nos. IT-5998, IT-6000 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. 

Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No 





INDEX TO ORDERS 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE— Continued 
15. Morion To DIsMIss. 

The East Ohio Gas Company; City of Euclid v. The East Ohio 
Gas Company, docket Nos. G-115, G-399, G-400, G-401_--__- 

Frank M. Pierson Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G-155_. 

The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-5540 

teynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—-595 

. ORAL ARGUMENT. 

Natural Gas Pipeline et al., docket Nos. G-231, G 

G-—669 ‘s 


Pacific Power and Light Company and Northwestern Electric 
Company, docket Nos, IT-—5998, IT—G6000 
7. ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 
Pennsylvania Water and Power Company, decket No. IT-5915_ 
. PLEADINGS. 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—595_- 
. PROCEEDINGS 
(a) Consolidation of. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company, docket Nos. G-—419, G-642, 


G-697__- - i sceniaeitaatacdiae ss wis 


Canadian River Gas Company, docket Nos. G-589, G-646, G—742_ 

Chicago District Pipe Line Company, docket Nos 

Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—-729 

Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—-T57 ; 

City of Detroit, et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com- 
pany, et al., docket No. G—661 ‘ scipilasitiiadaah 

City of Euclid, Ohio, et al. v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
No. G-115, G-309, G—400, G—401 


City of Euclid, Ohio, et al. 7. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
docket No. G—-115, G—399, G—400, G—401_- 


Colorado Interstate Gas Company, docket No. G—674 , 780 
The East Ohio Gas Company, docket No. G—695_- aaciaanal 377 
El Paso Natural Gas Company, et al., docket No. G—655 336 
Empire Gas & Fuel Company, Ltd., docket No. G—463- . 858 
Hope Natural Gas Company, et al., dockets Nos. G-507 

G-510, G-516, G-519, G—702____---_-._--_~- abana 420 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—507__-- 449 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-696 ; ais 396 
Hope Natura! Gas Company, docket No. G-696 377 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—716_------ 510 
The Kansas Power and Light Company, docket No. G wee 901 
Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, docket Nos. G-634, G-692_ 376 
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 

Line Company, et al., docket No. G—210___- cana 508 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-669_... 490 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, et al., docket Nos. 

G-669, G-706, G-—73 663 


cndienebchtnanaiindnuinaenenabals a 005 


Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Company, docket No. G—699_-_ 765 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, docket No. G-771 863 
New York State Natural Gas Corporation, docket Nos. G-7 


G-725 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE— 
19. ProcreeDiIncs—Continued 
(a) Consolidation of—Continued 
Northern Natural a Company, docket Nos. G-667, G—668, 
G-672, G-673, G-679, G—686___--.__--__ sisal cessdbotiateciameouati 3876 
Northern Natural os Company, docket Nos. G-747, G-763, 


Continued 





















Northern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—777_-_--_----- 901 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket Nos. G-684, 
NN sa ciictnctctcs:. cc a a a ls sckciewlelinay Cae 


Panhandle Eastern P ipe Line ompany, et al., docket No. G-688_ 508 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, et al., docket No. G-6938_ 508 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-706_-__-. 490 











Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—450 —— 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G-666__-_----.. 858 
South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No. 199 — a 
Southern California Gas Company, docket No. G-675 ‘s 336 
Southern Counties Gas Company of California, doc ket No. 

te Se eee wae SE I 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket Nos. G-722, G-730__--- 556 


Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket Nos. G—610, 



















Oa cs ws ser espn cn es cao is a sacl bili 405 
Texoma Natural Gas Company, docket WO 0 i i iticictiicttntnticints 863 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket Nos. G-—719, G—723, 

GP elie dens emnimeinnions sk 5 iatiikatiataianaagaa aids 562 
United Natural Gas Company, docket No. G 718. knitted aaa 


(b) Order Reopening. 
Bellows Falls Hydro Electric Corporation, project Se). aa 703 


Cincinnati Gas Transportation Company, docket No. G-663__--- 397 
First lowa Hydro-Electrie Cooperative, project No. 1853__------ 682 


Hope Natural Gas Company, et al., docket Nos. G-507, G-508, 


een, Ge, Clr, Iie etc ie ch inane 420 
Hope Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-507_--------------. 449 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-669___-- 1022 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-595__--------------. 396 


20. REHEARING, RECONSIDERATION AND REARGUMENT. 
(a) Denied. 






Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G-462__-_-----. 327 
Nebraska Power Company, docket No. IT-5954_--___-----_--- 408 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-595_-_--_----_----- 679 
Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, docket No. IT-5914_____ 1015 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., and Tennessee Gas and 
Transmissen Company, docket No. G-575_---_--_------_--. 354 


(b) Granted in Full. 
City of Euclid, et al. v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket Nos. 








Smee; Re, MO CPOs a et ee kcae 730 
Kansas Natural Gas, Inc., docket No. G-494_____----__________ 525 


Michigan Consolidated Gas Company v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 

Line Company, et al., docket Nos. G-210, G-661, G-688, G-693. 508 
Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G-462___..--.. 946 
Northern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-533_-.---------. 333 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 175 






INDEX TO ORDERS 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
20. REHEARINGS, RECONSIDERATION AND REARGUMENT—Continued 
(b) Granted in Full—Continued 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 184 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company, project No. 137 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—600 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-—595 
The Tri-County Gas Company (of Kansas), docket No. G-325-_-- 
(c) Granted in Part. 
Mondakota Gas Company v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., 
docket No. G-220, G—402 i aap aii tailigadaaiaginetapll 
(d) Withdrawal of Application for Rehearing. 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G-600 
. REVERSING RULING OF PRESIDING OFFICER. 
First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, project No. 1853. 
. SEGREGATING PROCEEDING. 
The Montana Power Company, docket No. IT-5840 
. SHow CAUSE ORDER. 
City of Euclid, et al. vr. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
Nos. G—115, G-399, G-400, G—401 
Maine Public Service Company, docket No. IT-GO20_-.._..___ 
St. Anthony Falls Water Power Company and Minneapolis Mill 
Company, docket No. IT-6017 
St. Anthony Falls Water Power Company, docket No. IT-6018__ 
. SPECIFICATION OF ISSUES. 
Pennsylvania Water and Power Company, docket No. IT-5915__ 
5. Sray or Oper. 
City of Euclid, et al. v. The East Ohio Gas Company, docket 
Nos. G-115, G-399, G-400, G-401 
Mondakota Gas Company vy. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., 
docket Nos. G—-220, G-402 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G-600 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—600 
Safe Harbor Water Power Corporation, docket No. IT-5914____ 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines and Tennessee Gas and Transmis- 
sion Company, docket No. G—575 
. SUBPOENAS. 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-748___.--__-___ ce 
Reynosa Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—748 
. SUBMISSION OF ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
North Counties Hydro-Blectric Company, project No. 287 
. TERMINATING PROCEEDING. 
Central Illinois Public Service Company, docket No. IT-5772 
Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G—181 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, et al., docket Nos. G—450, 
G—4638, G—666 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, docket No. G—144 
. TRIAL EXAMINER’S REPORT. 
Pacific Power and Light Company and Northwestern Electric Com- 
pany, docket Nos. IT-5998, IT-6000 
. VACATING ORDER. 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—600 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
31. WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 
Alabama Power Company, docket No. IT-5973_-_------------- 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America and Texoma Natural 
Gas Company, docket No. G-—23 pa aciedicuaecdamai sidceciciaahias 
Penn-York Natural Gas Corporation, docket No. G—600_-_- 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-676_--~- 
PUBLIC LANDS. 
1. WITHDRAWAL. 
Lands withdrawn in project No. 258, October 4, 1946_-------- 
Lands withdrawn in power site reserve No. 659 and water power 
designation No. 11, docket No. DA-349-Oregon, Oregon State 
Highway Department__- 


Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 110, docket 
Nos. DA—250-Colorado; DA—251-Colorado; DA-—252-Colo- 
rado, United States Vanadium Corporation — om 

Land withdrawn in power site classification No. 7 and project 
Nos. S82 and 618S—Sgt. W. D. Bridges ise hoarse clodeleedaceemscicnal 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 661 and water power 

designation No. 14, docket No. DA-854-Oregon, John William 

Jennings, Jr 


Lands withdrawn in power site reserves Nos. 72 and 384, project 
No, 1593, and proposed project No. 44, docket No. DA-?'S-Wash 
ington, State of Washington, Department of Highways 

Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 88, docket No. DA- 
644-California, Mrs. Frieda Locke McGill : peach 

Land withdrawn in project No. 514, docket No. DA-63S8-Cali- 
fornia, Warren A. Wemmer Se 

Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 365, and power 

docket No. DA-385-Idaho, Gordon R. Min- 


site reserve No. 77, 





a = 


Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 68, docket No. DA- 
353—Oregon, Frances E. Cook 


RATES. 
1. REDUCTION OF. 
Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, docket No. G-462___- 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-479_- 
2. SCHEDULES. 
(a) Allowed to Take Effect. 


Appalachian Electric Power Comp: February 12, 1946 ie 
saltic Operating Company, docket . 0. W—135_--__-__- 


Cabot Gas Corporation, November 5. 1946 


California Electric Power Company, l'ebruary 12, 1946____- 


California Electric Power Compa: mber 20, 1946_---.. 
Canadian River Gas Company, « G-124, G-118 
Canadian River Gas Company et al > ublic Service Company 


of Colorado et al., docket Nos. G-.24, G—-118, G—121________ 
Central Vermont Public Service Corporation, December 20, 1946_ 
Chicago District Pipeline Company, November 26, 1946 
Cities Service Gas Company, October 1, 1946__._______________ 
Cities Service Gas Company, December 3, 1946__-_____-______ 
Cities Service Gas Company, December 23, 1946 








426 


454 
518 
405 


886 


906 


907 


926 





2°07 
Val 


7 


361 
812 
898 


362 


1011 


29 
oo 


299 


OO 


1011 
044 
817 
971 


INDEX TO ORDERS 


RATES-—Continued 
2. ScHEDULES—Continued 
(a) Allowed to Take Effect—Continued 
Connecticut River Power Company, September 20, 1946 
The Empire District Electric Company, November 22 
The Empire District Electric Company, December 20, 
The Empire District Electric Company, December 27, 
Florida Power Corporation, February 12, 1946 
Greensboro Gas Company, et al., September 20, 1946 
Gulf States Utilities Company, October 18, 1946_- 
Gulf States Utilities Company, November 22, 1946 
Gulf States Utilities Company, December 14, 1946 
Illinois Commerce Commission vy. Natural Gas Pipeline Com- 
pany of America, et al., docket Nos. G-109, G—-112__- 

Indiana and Michigan Electric Company, December 14, 1946___. 995 
Interstate Natural Gas Company, March 14, 1946__ _.. 408 


Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, September 17, 1946_._._ 769 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., October 816 
Louisville Gas & Electric Company, November 17, 146 938 
Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, et al., docket No. G — 82 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of America, et al., docket Nos. 
G-109, G—112__-. tinal 365 


New England Power Company, September 20, 1946 785 


New England Power Company, October 18, 1946_______ ‘i 861 
New England Power Company, November 22, 1946 


‘ 937 
New York State Natural Gas Corporation, September 24, 1946_. 796 
New York State Natural Gas Corporation, November 5, 1946... 899 
New York State Natural Gas Corporation, December 23, 1946_. 1016 


Ohio Edison Company, et al., December 3, 1946 eee “ 972 
The Ohio Fuel Gas Company, October 1, 1946____- : 814 
Pacific Power and Light Company, October 11, 1946 ‘ S40 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, February 12, 1946 363 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, November 5, 1946__- 8u9 
Southern Natural Gas Company, docket No. G—479 ar ; 662 
The Sylvania Corporation, November 26, 1946 aie O44 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, October 1, 1946... 816 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, December 14, 1946_ 996 
Union Electric Power Company, November 22, 1946 as o 939 


nion Electric Company of Missouri, October 11, 1946___- : 840 


Jnited Gas Pipe Line Comp 7, September 17, 1946__-__-- ; 770 


| 
United Gas Pipe Line Company, November 5, 1946 : 900 


Jnited Gas Pipe Line Company, November 29, 1946 a 949 
Jnited Gas Pipe Line Company, December 14, 1946_- 997 
Jnited Natural Gas Company et al., November 26, 1946___- 945 
Utah Power and Light Company, October 11, 1946__.-____--__ 841 
The Washington Water Power Company et al., October 11, 1946 840 
The Washington Water Power Company, October 18, 1946_____ 862 
The Washington Water Power Company et al., November 22, 
1946__ tha lr illhicaiiialaapa ie edaeiniaiae aiaenels — 940 
The Washington Water Power Company et al., December 3,1946 972 
The Washington Water Power Company, December 20, 1946... 1012 
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RATES—Continued 
2. ScHEDULES—Continued 
(b) Confirmed. 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Oregon-Washington, docket 
ae hick cial ita tn kh ti lia baba 
Sonneville Project, Coluinbia River, Oregon-Washbington, docket 
Pe: Deeks si als elas calepacaaaiblisctit 
(c) Cancellation. 
Cabot Gas Corporation, November 5, 1946_- 
Godfrey lL. Cabot, Ine., October Fi, 196... .ncccnsccocnnnccan 
New Penn Development Corporation, docket G—794__________.. 
New York State Natural Gas Corporation, October 25, 1946__-_ 
(d) Modification of. 
City of Detroit et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
et al., docket Nos. G-200, G—207 
(e) Suspended. 
Cincinnati Gas Transportation Company, docket No. G—663___- 
Cities Service Gas Company, docket No. G—757_-------~ 
Memphis Natural Gas Company, docket No. G-822____-.______ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-SO07______ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, docket No. G-828______ 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No, G—705 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket No. G-—791 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, docket Nos. G—705, 
IN sesienikcteeaticditcnciibieian 
REHEARING. 
See PRAcTICE AND PRocEDURE, 20. REHEARING, KECONSIDERATION AND 
REARGU MENT. 
RIGHT OF WAY. 
Lands withdrawn in power site classification No. 55, docket No. 
DA-13-—Nevada, Department of Highways, State of Nevada__ 
Land withdrawn in power site reserve No. 659 and water power 
designation No. 11, docket No. DA-349—Oregon, Oregon State 
Highway Department 


SALE. 
See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SaLe—Section 208 (F. P. A.). 
SECURITIES. 
1. ACQUISITION OF. 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-—5981________ 
2. AMORTIZATION AND REFINANCING. 
(a) Granting Exemption from Balance Sheet Accounts Instruction 
5-E. 
Northern States Power Company, docket No, IT-5597_.._--___ 
(b) Granting Permission under Balance Sheet Accounts Instruc- 
tions 6-E. 
Jersey Central Power and Light Company, docket No. IT-5987__ 
Missouri Power & Light Company, docket No. IT-5988__-_____ 
Philadelphia Electric Power Company and The Susquehanna 
Power Company, docket No. IT-5986_...................... 
Utah Power & Light Company, docket No. IT-5980 
Withdrawal of Application. 





878 
914 
878 


833 


649 


516 
536 


534 





INDEX TO ORDERS 


SECURITIES—Continued 
3. IssUANCE AUTHORIzED—Section 204 (F. P. A.). 


SERVICE 





California Electric Power Company, docket No. IT-5991-__- 

California Electric Power Company, docket No. IT-5991 

California Electric Power Company, docket No. IT-5991 

California Electric Power Company, docket No, IT-5991 ee 

Citizens Utilities Company, docket No. IT-6005 

The Empire District Electric Company, docket No. I1T—5989 

Florida Power Corporation, docket No. IT—5993 

Florida Power Corporation, docket No. IT-6007 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-5979 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-6003 s 

Northwestern Public Service Company, docket No. IT-5995 

Northwestern Public Service Company, docket No. IT-—5995 

Northwestern Public Service Company, docket No. IT-5995 

Otter Tail Power Company, docket No. IT-5996 

Otter Tail Power Company, docket No. IT-5996 

CONDITIONS. 

City of Detroit, et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, 
et al., docket Nos. G—200, G-207 ; ; 

City of Detroit, et al. v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, 

et al., docket Nos. G—-200, G—207 
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564 
504 
612 
739 
557 
595 
S56 
183 
728 
$18 
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